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CURRENT TOPICS. 
| Br an error it was made to appear last week (ante, p. 687) 
hat the five Chancery judges had disposed of ‘‘ about 120” actions 
ind further considerations during the sittings just ended. The 
"pumber disposed of was ‘‘ about 220” ; and therefore the remainder 
pot the 555 undisposed of is 335, and not 435. 





| Tue vsvaL comPrarnts as to overcrowding in the court of the 
Vacation Judge have already been renewed. It is difficult to see 
why the Wednesday sittings should not be held in the Lord Chief 
Wustice’s court; the greater width of which would enable both 


“Counsel and solicitors to await their cases with a moderate degree 
pot comfort. 





| On Wennespay, the 17th inst, the first day of the Vacation 
Bittings, Mr. Justice Kexewrcen had before him a considerable list 
of 35 applications. The sitting lasted till nearly half-pest three 
'@clock, and about 22 orders were made, the rest of the applications 
"being postponed at the instance of the parties. 





| Tue Ewnnacort perjury case will possibly give rise to a question 
"of evidence in connection with the admissibility of the statements 
"tade by the accused and other persons at the public inquiry before 
the Chief Commissioner of Police. The magistrate at Bow-street 
“bas determined to exclude from the depositions everything which 
) transpired at that inquiry ; but it is difficult to see how the defend- 
| ant’s voluntary statements can be excluded at the trial. It has 
Deen several times held that depositions taken on a compulsory 
“investigation in a bankruptcy proceeding are evidence against the 
| deponent in a subsequent criminal proceeding ; and in Reg. v. Coote 
7121 W. R. 553, 4 P. ©, 599) the Judicial Committee of the 
© Privy Council laid down that all depositions legally taken on oath 
= are evidence against the witness on a criminal charge, except such 
as he has objected to as having a tendency to criminate him, and 
| that answers given without objection “are to be deemed voluntary.” 
| From this it would follow d fortiori that statements made yolun- 
' tarily and not on oath are evidence against the declarant on his 
| trial. The statements made by other persons at the inquiry, 
' though they would, of course, be evidence egainst the accused if 
» made in his presence, could not be proved in their absence. On 
| the other hand, if any such persons should be examined at the 


| trial, they could be cross-examined as to their previous statements 
| before Sir Cuantes Wannen. 





Tue avrstion of estoppel by acquiescence was considered 





by the Court of Appeal in 
Bennis (ante, p. 691), which 
infringement of a the 


t| while the defendants’ machines 


asked certain of their customers to give his 
as it was better than that sold 

not then given the defendants 
infringement. The chief reliance 

dictum in Rameden v. Dyson (5 H. 

a person who suffers a stranger 

pointing out the at the 

is afterwards estopped from asserting a ti 


which the other party has expended 
however, pointed out that a 


809 | pendent upon his giving people notice not 


and that the question of 

material. Moreover, there was nothing. 

that the plaintiff supposed the defendan 

existence of his patent. There was no acquiescence 
plaintiff not having made an i 


y 
defendants were entitled to rely, or by reason 


been in any way prejudiced, there could be no acquiescence. 
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Tux onservations recentl ; 
on circuit, on the subject of one of the provisions in the 
Law Amendment Act, 1885, may operate as a caution to those 


upon the hearing of a charge of having intercourse with a girl 

he the age of thirteen, or of on such an offence, to take 

the evidence of such girl without an if it that she 

does not understand the nature of an oath, but “is possessed of 

sufficient intelligence to justify the reception of the evidence and 

understands the duty of speaking the truth ;” but no such dis- 

cretion is given where a girl of the same age is a witness upon @ 

minor charge of indecent assult, it being restricted to charges of 
y 

that the statute was full of blunders, and he might 

ticularly pointed out another absurdity in 

namely, the proviso that a child whose evidence has been taken 

otherwise than on oath, because she does understand 

nature of an oath, is still “liable to indictment and 

for perjury.” 
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appears to be a novel one—namely, whether anonymous letters 
addressed to a legal adviser are privileged from production. Two 
anonymous letters had been addressed to the plaintiff in a probate 
action, and another anonymous letter was addressed to her solicitor, 
and another to her counsel. All four letters were included in the 
plaintiff's affidavit of documents. She claimed privilege in respect 
of them, but Mr. Justice Burr ordered all the four letters to be 
produced. The Court of Appeal upheld his decision as to the 
letters addressed to the plaintiff, but reversed it as to the two 
others. Lord Justice Corron pointed out that the plaintiff's 
counsel could not suggest that the letters to the solicitor and 
counsel were intended to be used in any other legal proceedings, 
and he therefore inferred that they were sent for the purpose of 
the probate action. With reference to the argument that the 
letters had been communicated voluntarily by a person who was 
not even a guasi-agent of the plaintiff, he thought that the in- 
formation contained in them was really the result of the solicitor’s 
labour and skill, and was ‘‘obtained” by him to be used in the 
litigation. Lord Justice Luvpiey, although not without doubt as 
to the point, observed that the privilege did not depend upon the 
question whether the solicitor had sought for the information, but 
upon the character in which he obtained it; and he characterised 
the argument that the solicitor could not be said to have ‘‘ ob- 
tained” the information, because it had been voluntarily given 
to him, as being “‘ too refined.” Lord Justice Bowzn held that 
the case was covered by Lyell v. Kennedy (32 W. R. 497, 9 App. 
Cas. 81), where Lord Bracxsvrn said that public policy protects 
a solicitor from disclosing any information which he obtains while 
employed in that capacity. Applying that rule, it was difficult to 
see why the letters were sent to the plaintiff's legal advisers if they 
were not sent for the purposes of the action; and therefore in- 
formation voluntarily given must stand on the same footing as to 
privilege from production as information which had been sought 
for by the solicitor himself. 





Tue work of tightening the rules relating to trustees’ invest- 
ments goeson briskly. The recent decision of the House of Lords in 
Whiteley v. Learoyd, that a trustee is not relieved from responsi- 
bility by the report of a valuer employed by him to value property 
for the purpose of a mortgage investment, but is bound to exercise 
an i t judgment on the report, has indicated a new 
direction in which the screw may be applied ; and it seems probable 
that for the next year or so the lists of the courts will be filled 
with applications against trustees, on the ground that, acting on 
the now antiquated notion that it is not worth while both to keep 
a dog and to bark yourself, they have accepted the valuation of the 
valuers employed by them with regard to mortgage investments with- 
out ‘‘ exercising an independent judgment ”’ upon it. In Re Parting- 
ton, Partington v. Allen, which we report elsewhere, Mr. Justice 
Srretise lays down the result of Speight v. Gaunt (31 W. R. 401, 9 
App. Cas. 1) and Whiteley v. Learoyd as follows :—‘“‘ A trustee may 
avail himeelf of assistance and advice in the execution of his trust, but 
having obtained that assistance and advice, he is not bound [qy. 
entitled] to adopt it blindly, but must exercise his judgment upon 
it to the same extent to which an ordinarily prudent man would 
exercise his judgment in dealing with his own affairs.” Assuming 
that the report of the valuer on a proposed mortgage security 
states (as it ought to state), not merely that the property will be a 
good security for the amount proposed to be invested, but also the 
actual selling value of the property, does the above passage mean 
that the “‘judgwent” of the trustee is to consist of a simple 

jon to ascertain whether such selling value shews a 
in of one-third in the case of land, and one-half in the case of 
ings? Apparently not, for that can herdly be said to be 

an “exercise of judgment.” If not, then the trustee who has 
employed the valuer must practically re-value the property. The 
recent decision further shews that, in the case of property employed 
for business , atrustee must require avaluer not merely 
to state the selling value of the property as it stands, but also the 
of the land and buildings proposed to be mortgaged inde- 
of their value for business purposes; and it is to be 
that the rule as to the margin of value is to be applied 
last value, and not to the value for business purposes. 
extension of the rule should be carefully observed. If it 


be upheld it will render it practically impossible for 


: 


ite 


advance to the extent of one-half the value of the land and 
buildings on which their business is carried on. 








EVIDENCE TO BASTARDISE ISSUE. 


Tue questions of the presumption of legitimacy and of the admis. 
sivility of evidence tending to bastardise the issue of married women 
have, on three recent occasions, been considered in the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division. Hetherington v. Hetherington 
(12 P. D. 112) was an appeal against an order of two justices of 
the peace, who had, after the conviction of a husband for an 
aggravated assault upon his wife, made an order for a judicial 
separation, under section 4 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1878 
(41 & 42 Vict, c. 19), and ordered him to pay a weekly sum 
towards his wife’s maintenance and that of their children. Ona 
subsequent application to the justices to vary the order the wife 
was called as a witness, and in cross-examination by her husband's 
solicitor admitted that she had, a few weeks previously, given 
birth to an illegitimate child ; but the magistrates refused to receive 
the wife’s admiesion, or to allowthe husband to give evidence of non- 
access, holding that by so doing they should be allowing parents to 
give evidence to bastardise the issue of the marriage. Sir James 
Hannen, besides disposing of a question as to the power of the 
court to entertain an application to vary the order of the justices, 
laid down that after the order of the magistrates for a judicial 
separation, such order being equivalent to a divorce a mensd et 
thoro, the ordinary presumption of legitimacy was reversed, so 
that it must be presumed that a child born more than nine months 
after the separation of the parties was illegitimate, unless it was 
shewn that they had come together again. He thought that the 
justices had been wrong in treating the case as involving an issue 
of bastardy instead of an issue of adultery, and that therefore it 
was their duty to hear the evidence of the parents. 

In Pryor v. Pryor and Shelford (35 W. R. 349, 12 P. D. 165) 
the question was raised upon an application to confirm the regis- 
trar’s report on a petition for variation of settlements after a 
decree dissolving a marriage on the ground of the wife’s adultery. 
Previous to the adultery there was no issue of the marriage, but 
the respondent had given birth to a child after the decree nisi, and 
fourteen months after she had ceased to cohabit with the peti- 
tioner, and she had since married the co-respondent. The peti- 
tioner’s counsel applied to the court to refer the matter back to 
the registrar for the purpose of taking evidence as to the child’s 
paternity ; but Sir James Hannen declined to allow the question of 
legitimacy to be raised at that stage of the suit, and pointed out 
that the decree had been founded on the petitioner’s evidence, 
which was not admissible to prove the child’s bastardy. 

It is singular that the question of the legitimacy of the child of 
a divorced wife had never, before the case of Pryor v. Pryor and 


of Bosville v. The Attorney-General (ante, p. 593) should be 
apparently the first case of this description. It was a petition 
under the Legitimacy Declaration Act for a declaration that the 
infant petitioner was the legitimate son of Mr. and Mrs. Bosville, 
whose marriage had been dissolved on the ground of the wife’s 
adultery. The wife had eloped from her husband’s house on the 
30th of June, 1884, with Craven, the co-respondent, and had, on 
the 3rd of April, 1885, given birth to the petitioner. The peti- 
titioner’s counsel called no medical evidence at the trial, but 
submitted that, as the birth of the child took place not more than 
277 days after the cessation of cohabitation between the husband 
and wife—which was a not impossible period of gestution—his 
legitimacy must be presumed. The counsel for the hus>and called 
evidence to shew that, though the husband and wife slept together 
on the night of the 29th of June, menstruation was progressing 


witnesses expressed an opinion that such a condition of things 
rendered cy before the date of her departure almost im- 
possible, and that the period of gestation seldom exceeded 
275 days. It was also shewn that the wife addressed two letters 





them referred to her pregnancy. Sir James Hannen, in summing 
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up the case to the jury, expressed his regret that the law excluded 
the evidence of the parents in such cages, and he also observed that 
the stringency of the rule as to the presumption in favour of the 
legitimacy of the child of a married woman had been much re- 
laxed in recent times. He directed the jury that the presumption 
of legitimacy could not be rebutted unless the evidence carried to 
their minds the conviction that the child had not been begotten by 
the husband, and he cited the following passage from the judgment 
of Lord Lyndhurst in Morris v. Davies (5 Cl. & F. 265): ‘That 
presumption of law is not lightly to be repelled. It is not to be 
broken in upon or shaken by a mere balance of probability. The 
evidence for the purpose of repelling it must be strong, distinct, 
satisfactory, and conclusive.”” The jury found that the petitioner 
was not the son of Mr. Bosville. 

The summing up was so far favourable to the petitioner that his 
counsel were compelled, upon an application to a divisional court 
for a new trial on the grounds of misdirection and that the verdict 
was against the weight of evidence, to contend that the presump- 
tion of legitimacy is a presumptio juris et de jure, and that the 
President ought, therefore, to have directed a verdict in favour of 
the petitioner, but the Divisional Court dismissed the application, 
and Mr. Justice Butt, in delivering the judgment of himself and 
the Lord Chief Justice, pointed out that the President’s 
summing up had fully explained the law to the jury, and 
that it was impossible to put the case more stroagly for the 
petitioner than by citing the above-mentioned passage from 
Lord Lyndhurst’s judgment in Morris v. Davies. There was 
thus no misdirection ; and at the same time it could not be argued 
that the verdict was against the weight of evidence. There was 
no medical evidence called -for the petitioner, and in the recent 
Aylesford Peerage case (11 App. Cas. 1), Lord Blackburn had laid 
down that, though the parents of a child are not competent 
witnesses on an issue as to its legitimacy, their admissions might be 
relevant as evidence of their conduct. All the facts relied upon 
by the husband appeared to be admissible according to this test, 
and therefore the verdict was not against the weight of evidence. 
This decision is now under appeal, but it is hardly to be expected 
that the Court of Appeal will disturb the rule which has been ac- 
cepted since the decision of the House of Lords in Morris v. Davies, 
as explained by the recent Aylesford Peerage case. The Divisional 
Court have fully recognised the principle that the presumption of 
legitimacy cannot be displaced upon a balance of probabilities, but 
only by evidence which carries to the mind of the court or jury 
the conviction that a child born in. wedlock is not the issue of 
the husband ; but the known facts of the Bosville divorce suit lead 
to the conclusion that the result of the legitimacy suit is in 
accordance with substantial justice. 








THE LAW OF GIFTS INTER VIVOS,. 
Il. 


Purchases in the name of stranger.—It might be thought that 
the mere fact of A. purchasing property in B.’s-name was strong 
evidence that A. intended to make a gift of the property to B. 
But this is not the case; the equitable interest results to the person 
who advances the money. This is the rule, whatever be the nature 
of the property purchased, and whether the conveyance be taken 
in the name of a stranger alone, or of a stranger jointly with the 
purchaser, or of a stranger in succession to the purchaser. Evi- 
dence is, however, admissible as to the motive with which the 
purchase was made, or as to the course of dealing with the prop- 
erty for the purpose of rebutting the rule. 

The cases may be classified as follows :— 

(1) Where a transfer to or a purchase in the name of a stranger 
was held not to amount to a gift: Morfolk v. Browne (Finch Pre. 
Ch. 80); Anon. (Freem. Ca. Ch. 123); E. N. & C. on Interpreta- 
tion, chap. xx.; Lewin on Trusts, chap. ix. 

(2) Where a purchase in the name of a stranger was held to be a 
gift for his benefit. Moneys paid into savin; and paid into bank 
on a deposit note by A. in favour of his wife's nephew, whom he was 
educating and intended to provide for, though the nephew’s father 
was alive: Currant v. Jago (1 Coll. 261). Stock partly purchased 
in the name of, and partly transferred into the name of, a niece, 
with a contemporaneous letter of gift: Beecher v. Mayor (2 Dr. & 





Sm. 431). Stock purchased by husband in the names of the trus- 
tees of his settlement. He wrote a letter to 

sufficiently shewed his intention that the stock should be an 

tion to stock held by the trustees on the trusts of the 

Re Ourteis’ Trusts (14 Eq. 217). 

(3) Where a transfer into the joint names of the owner and a 
stranger did not amount to a gi Where the stranger was the 
owner’s concubine: Rider v. Kidder (10 Ves. 360). 

(4) Where stock transferred into the joint names of the owner 
and a stranger was held to amount, under the circumstances, to a 


Where the transfer was originally made with the deliberate 
intention of benefiting the stranger, but a life interest was reserved 
to the donor: Standing v Bowring (27 Ch. D. 341). Where there 
was some evidence of intention to the stranger: Batstone v. 
Salter (19 Eq. 251; samecase, on appeal, 10 Ch. Ap. 431); Fowkes 
v. Pascoe (10 Ch. Ap. 348); George v. Howard (7 Pri. 646) ; letter 
stating the object of transfer to be to save legacy duty: Deacon v. 
Colquhoun (2 Drew. 21). ’ 

(5) For the purposes of the rule, a woman with whom a man has 
gone through the ceremony of marriage which he knows to be 
invalid: Soar v. Foster (4 K. & J. 152); a woman with whom a 
man is living in adultery: Rider vy Kidder (10 Ves. 360); or a 
man’s illegitimate issue: Tucker v. Barrow (2 H. & M. 515) (but 
see Beckford v. Beckford, Lofft. 490) is considered as a stranger to 
that man. 

Purchase in the name of @ person whom the purchaser is bound 
to support.—On the other hand, ‘‘ where one person stands in such 
a relation to another that there is an ob nm on that person to 
make a provision for the other, and we find either a purchase or 
investment in the name of the other, or in the joint names of the 
person and the other, of an amount which would constitute a 
provision for the other, the presumption arises of an intention on 
the part of the person to discharge the obligation to the other; and 
therefore, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, that ee 
or investment is held to be in itself evidence of a gift. In other 
words, the presumption of gift arises from the moral obligation to 
give” (per Jessel, M.R., Bennet v. Bennet, 10 Ch. D., at p. 476). 
Master of the Rolls then proceeds to explain the doctrine of in 
parentis (see this fully discussed in E. N. & C. on Interpretation, 
850), and continues: ‘So that a tn loco parentis means a 
person taking upon himself the duty of a father of a child to make 
provision for that child. It is clear that in that case the pre- 
sumption can only arise from the obligation ; and, therefore, in that 
case the doctrine can only have reference to the obligation of a 
father to provide for his child, and nothing else. But the father 
is under that obligation from the mere fact of his being the father, 
and therefore no evidence is necessary to shew the obligation 
provide for his child, because that is part of his duty. In 
of a father you have only to prove the fact that he is the 
and, when you have done that, the obligation at once arises ; 
in the case of a person in looo parentis, you must prove 
took on himself the obligation. Bat in our law there 
moral legal obligation—I do ed ar on to express 
shortly—no obligation according rules o uity, on 
to i for her child; there is no such obligation that 
equity recognizes as such.” ; 

It follows from the doctrine here laid down : 

(1) That a transfer to, or a purchase in the nam 
a father, or in the joint names of himself and a child, 
the absence of evidence to the contrary, to a gift to that child ; 

2) That a transfer to, or a purchase 
a child does not amount to a gift to that child in the 
of evidence that a gift was intended ; 

(3) That a transfer to, or a 
mate child by its father, or in 
with whom she lives, does not amount 
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Lis tly cqueauie toe ols @ ite wife in the absence of evidence 
to the contrary. 

Evidence as to whether the transaction was intended to amount 
to a gift or not may be afforded— 
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(1) By the contemporaneous declarations of the person making 
the transfer or purchase ; 

(2) By the circumstances attending the transfer. 

(3) By the acts or declarations of the person to whom the trans- 
fer, or in whose name the purchase, is made subsequent to the 
transfer or purchase. 

Purchases in the name of a child—A purchase by a father in 
the name of a child, whether in the name of the child alone, or of 
the child jointly with the purchaser, or of a child in succession to 
the purchaser, is, primd facie, intended to be an advancement of 
that child. Evidence is, however, admissible as to the motive 
with which the purchase was made er as to the course of dealing 
with the property for the purpose of rebutting the rule. 

The cases may be classified as follows :— 

(1) Where a purchase by a father in the name of a child was 
held to amount to an advancement: Elliot v. Hiliot (2 Cha. Ca. 
231); Mumma v. Mumma (2 Vern. 19); Taylor v. Taylor (1 Atk. 
386); Grey v. Grey (2 Swans. 594); Sidmouth v. Sidmouth (2 
Beav. 447); Williams v. Williams (32 Beav. 370); Hepworth v. 
Hepworth (11 Eq. 10); see also Soar y. Fuster (4 K. & J. 152); 
and that though the purchase was in the names of the child and a 
trustee: Lamplugh v. Lamplugh (1 P. Wms. 110); Crabb v. 
Crabb (1 My. & Kee. 511); or the joint names of the father and 
child: Scroope v. Scroope (1 Cha. Ca. 27); Back v. Andrews 
(Finch Pre. Ch. 1); where the child was nominated by the father 
as cestui que vie in remainder of copyholds, and, by the custom, 
the first cestui que vie took the whole beneficial interest: Dyer v. 
of (2 Cox, 92) ; Murless v. Franklin (1 Swans. 13); Finch v. 

inch (15 Ves. 43); Swift d. Farr v. Davis (8 East, 354 note), 
where the conveyance was to qualify the son to vote: May v. May 
(33 Beav. 81). 

The evidence admissible to shew that a transfer to, or a purchase 
in the name of, a child by a father was not intended to be an ad- 
vancement may be :— 

(a.) Evidence of the father’s intention contemporaneous with, 
but not after, the purchase: Eliot v. Liliot (2 Cha. Ca. 231); 
Woodman vy. Morrel (Freem. Ch. Ca. 32); Birch v. Blagrave 
(Amb., at p. 266); Murless v. Franklin (1 Swans. 13); Sidmouth 
v. Sidmouth (2 Beav. 447); Christy v. Vourtenay (13 Beav. 96) ; 
Dumper v. Dumper (3 Giff. 583); Williams v. Williams (32 Beav. 
370); Stock vy. McAvoy (15 Eq. 55); Prankerd y. Prankerd (1 
Sim. & St. 1); Collinson v. Collinson (3 De G. M. & G. 409) ; 
Bone v. Pollard (24 Beay. 283); Childers vy. Childers (1 De G. & 
J. 482, overruling 3 K. & J. 310). 

(b.) Acts or declarations of the child after the purchase, per 
Langdale, M.R.: Sidmouth v. Sidmouth (2 Beav., at p. 455) ; Pole 
v. Pole (1 Ves. sen. 76); Scawin vy. Scawin (1 Y. & C. C. C. 65). 

(2) Where a transfer to, or purchase in the name of, a grandchild, 
whose father was dead, by the grandfather amounted to a gift : 
Ebrand v. Dancer (2 Cha. Ca. 26); Soar v. Foster (4 K. & J. 152). 

(3) Where a transfer to, or a purchase in the name of, a child by 
its mother was held not to be a gift: Holt vy. Frederick (2 P. Wms. 
356 ; same case, 2 Eq. Ca. Ab. 446, pl. 2); Re De Visme (2 De 
G. J. & 8.17); Bennet v. Bennet (10 Ch. D. 474); Garrett v. 
Wilkinson (2 De G. & Sm. 244) (the son was his mother’s solici- 
tor, end there were other special circumstances). 

Where a transfer to, or a purchase in the name of, a child by its 
mother was held to be a gift: Sayre v. Hughes (5 Eq. 376); 
Batstone vy. Salter (19 Eq. 250; on appeal, 10 Ch. 431). 

(4) Where a purchase by a husband in the name of his wife or in 
their joint names, or in the joint names of the husband, wife, 
and a stranger, was held to amount to a gift to the wife: Kingdon 
v. Bridges (2 Vern. 67); Back vy. Andrew (2 Vern. 120); Christ's 
Hospital v. Budgin (2 Vern. 683); Lorrimer y. Lorrimer (10 Ves. 
367n); Dummer v. Pitcher (2 My. & K. 262); Low v. Carter (1 
Beav. 426); Drew v. Martin (2H. & M. 130); Gosling v. Gosling 
3 Drew. 335); Re Eykyn’s Trust (6 Ch. D. 115); Re Gadbury (11 
W. B. 895). 

Where a purchase by a husband in the name of his wife or their 
joint names was not a gift to the wife: Smith v. Warde (16 Sim. 
56), Lloyd v. Pughe (14 Eq. 241; same case, 8 Ch. 88); Devoy 
v. Devoy (3 Sm. & Giff. 403). 

The mere fact of money belonging to » husband or wife 
being paid into their joint account at a bank may, according to the 





circumstances, operate or not operate as a gift to the SUVIVOR : | 


Marshall v. Orutwell (20 Eq. 380); Re Young (28 Ch. D. 705)% 
see Lloyd v. Pughe, ubi. sup. 
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CASES OF LAST WEEK. ' 


COUNSELL ». LONDON AND WESTMINSTER LOAN AND DIS. 7 
COUNT CO.—C. A. No. 1, 11th August. 


Brut or Sate—Promissory Nore or even Dare—Wuore Amount ix © 
Promissory Nore ro secomz Dug on Non-Payment or One Instat. © 
MENT—VALIDITY—Bi11s or Satz Act, 1882. 


This was an action by the grantor of a bill of sale against the grantee ~ 
for trespass and wrongful seizure of the plaintiff's goods, and the question ~ 
raised was as to the validity of the bill of sale. The bill of sale was given © 
as security for a loan of £80, and interest, repayable by instalments. The © 
bill of sale, taken by itself, was admitted to be valid, but con. © 
temporaneously with it, and in respect of the same loan, the grantor gave — 
the grantee a promissory note for £95 12s., the total amount of the loan 
and interest, payable by the same instalments as in the bill of sale, and 
in case default was made in payment of any one instalment, the sum ~ 
remaining unpaid should become due and payable. Denman, J., who 
tried the case, held, on the authority of Simpson v. Charing Cross Bank (34 — 
W. R. 568), that the promissory note rendered the bill of sale void. The © 
Divisional Court having affirmed this judgment, the defendants appealed, ~ 

Tue Covrt, having taken time to consider, dismissed the appeal. Lord © 
Esuzr, M.R., said that at the same time as the bill of sale, and as part of © 
the same transaction, the grantee of the bill of sale took a promissory © 
note for the exact amount covered by the bill of sale and interest. A bill ‘ 
of sale was the eontract between the parties reduced into writing. Were — 
there two contracts here or only one? Looking at the identity of dates — 
and figures, his lordship had no doubt that there was only one contract 
embodied intwodocuments. One document had been registered. Would © 
the other document, which was part of the same contract, have any effect 
upon the registered document? If the amount payable under tha © 
promissory note were paid either to the grantee or to a third person, with © 
whom the note had been discounted, the tered bill of sale would be of ~ 
no further effect. The bill of sale would defeated. The note, there- — 
fore, would operate as a defeasance of the bill of sale, and, under section 
10, sub-section 3, of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ought to have been con- 
tained in the same instrument and registered. The bill of sale was, ~ 
therefore, rendered void by the Bills of Sale Act, 1882. Livp.ey ps z 
Lorgs, L.JJ., con ~—CounsgL, Crispe and McIntyre; Channell, Q0.,~ 
and Melsheimer. Soxicrrors, Thomas Young; Vanderpump. 





PURKISS v. HOLLAND; COOPER (CLAIMANT)—C. A. No. 1, 
10th August. ; 
Pracrice—InTeRrPLEADER—OLAIMANT—RECEIVER APPOINTED BY 
—Payine Money twnro Court—Form or Orper. 


Certain goods in the Albert Palace were taken in execution of a judg- 
ment recovered by the plaintiff against the defendant, and were claimed — 
by the claimant. The defendant, the execution debtor, was tenant to the ~ 
Albert Palace Co., and the claimant was appointed by the court receiver ~ 
of all the property of the company. The master made the usual order ™ 
that the claimant should pay £80, the value of the goods, into court, and ~ 
directed an issue. This order having been affirmed, the claimant appealed, 
and contended that he, as receiver, should not be called upon to pay £80 
out of bis own pocket. : 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Linpiexy and Lorzs, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. They said that a claimant was as a general rule ordered to ~ 
bring the money into court for the protection of the execution creditor, 
and if the claimant were not a receiver the order would be quite right; ~ 
but it was not necessary for the protection of the execution creditor that ~ 
the receiver, an officer of the court, who had no personal interest in the © 
matter, should bring money into court. The order that the court would © 
make would be that the claimant do, as an officer of the court, hold the 
goods and keep them subject to the further order of the court. That” 
would give full protection to the execution creditor.—Counsur, 2. A,” 
McCall; Guiry and Cannot. Soxicrrors, McDiarmid § Teather ; Donaldson” 


Court © 


Re EASY, Ex parte HILL & HYMANS—O, A. No. 1, 1ith August. 


Banknuuptcy—Parition—Deatu or Destor pevone Sznvics or Peririon ~ 
ae or Procezpincs—Bankrurtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. oc. 52), 
8. 108. ‘ 


Certain creditors presented a bankru tition againt the debtor, © 
but before the petition was served the debtor died. Mr. trar 
Hazlitt ordered all further ings upon the petition to be discon- © 
tinued. Section 108 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provides that “if a ~ 
debtor by or sgainst whom a bankruptcy petition has been presented dies, © 
the proceedings in the matter shall, unless the court otherwise orders, be © 
continued as it he were alive. The petitioning creditor moved, ex parte, by © 
way of — from this order. It was contended on their behalf that the | 
court could order substituted service of the petition or dispense with ser- © 
vice altogether, and that, as the debtor had assigned all his property to 
trustees for the benefit of his creditors, the only mode of setting deed — 
y—oalpg ofl Bon BOR a! to goon. Ez paris | 
Sharp, In re Walker (34 W. BR. 550) was cited. a 

Tux Covrnr (Lord Esuzx, M.R., Lanviay and Lorzs, L.JJ.) dismissed © 
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the appeal. -They said that if the debtor had been alive the poeetings 
could not have gone on without personal service of the peti or sub- 
stituted service. Now substituted service meant service substituted for a 
possible personal service. There could be no substituted service where 
mal service could not by any ibility be effected, In this case, 
rerefore, neither personal nor substituted service could be effected. The 
ngs could not go on without service, as the court had no power to 
ispense with it. Therefore they were of opinion, in the case of a 
creditor's petition, that the court could not allow the proceedings to 
continue when the debtor died before the petition was served.—CovunszL, 
Bidney Woolf. 


WALKER v. THE GENERAL MUTUAL INVESTMENT BUILDING 
SOCIETY—O. A. No. 2, 10th August. 


Burpinc Socrery—Disrvre with Memper— ARBITRATION— WITHDRAWING 
Memper—Bvuitpie Socrerizs Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 42), s. 34, 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. wag 626). The 
action was brought by a member of a building society, who had given 
notice of withdrawal, and whose notice had expired, against the society, 
claiming to restrain the society from acting upon certain resolutions which 
the plaintiff alleged to be wlird vires. The resolutions had been passed 
before the plaintiff gave his notice of withdrawal. One of the rules of the 
society provided that ‘‘ the board shall have power to determine all matters 
of dispute arising between the society and any member or person claiming 
on account of any member, and if the party shall be tisfied with 
their decision or shall refuse to abide thereby, the matter shall be referred 
to three of the arbitrators of the society.’”’ The plaintiff moved for the 
appointment of a receiver, and by consent the matter was treated as if 
an application had been made by the defendants to stay the proceedings 
in the action. The defendants contended that the dispute ought to be 
referred to arbitration as provided by the rule. The tiff contended 
that the rule did not apply, because he had, by his notice of withdrawal, 
ceased to be a member, and had become a itor of the society. North, 
J., held that the rule applied, and that the dispute ought to be referred 
to arbitration, and he made an order staying the proceedings. 

Tue Court or Arrrat (Corron, Bowzn, and x, L JJ.) affirmed the 
decision.—Covunsrt, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and A. N. Cumming ; Cozens- 
Rardy, Q.C., and Mickiem. Soxicrrons, Evans § Batchelor ; Flint ¢ 
Gardiner. 


THE MINERAL WATER BOTTLE EXOHANGE AND TRADE 
PROTECTION SOCIETY ». BOOTH & CO.—O. A. No. 2, 9th August. 


Covenant In Restramt or Traps—VAa.ipiry. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Ohitty, J. (ante, p. 626). The 
plaintiffs were a trade protection society, and one of the rules provided 
that no member should employ any traveller, carman, or outdoor employé 
who had left.the service of another member, without the consent in writing 
of his late employer, until after the expiration of two years from his 
leaving such service. This action was brought by the society and Cox, 
one of the members, against Booth & Oo., who were also members, 
claiming an injunction to restrain the defendants from employing a car- 
man who had just quitted the service of Cox. The number of the mem- 
bers of the society was limited to 500, and the actual number of members 
was 179. The members carried on business in various of the United 
Kingdom, and one of them carried on business in New South Wales. 
Chitty, J., refused to grant an interim injunction, on the ground (inter 
alia) that the rule imposed an unreasonable restraint of trade, the agree- 
ment not being between an employer and his servant, but between 
employers as against the employed, and the numter of the members of the 
society and its field of business being practically unlimited. 

Tue Oovrt or Arrgat (Corron, Bowsgn, me 1 Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision.—Counszet, Romer, Q.C., and J. Bradford; Whitehorne, Q:0., and 
Hull. Souscrrons, W. Webb ; Smythe § Bretteli, 


Re TUSSAUD—O. A. No. 2, 12th August. 


Practice—Arprirication To Sincere Jupes or Oovurr or APPEAL DURING 
Vacation—Jupicature Act, 1873, s. 52. 


Tn this case an application was made to the Court of Appeal on the last 
day of the sittings for leave to give notice of motion before a single judge 
ofthe Court of Appeal in the vacation for a stay of the under 
an order made by Chitty, J., on the previous pe 4 nes an yf 
the Court of Appeal. No notice of appeal had ig ven. op 
52 of the Judicature Act, 1873, provides that, any cause or matter 

nding before the Court of Appeal, any direction tal thereto, not 

nvolving the decision of the appesl, may be given by a ringle judge of 
the Court of Appeal; and a single judge of the Court of A) may, at 
any time during vavation, make any interim order to preven pore to 
the claims of any parties pending an appeal as he may thing fit; but every 
such order made by a single | Ars may be discharged or varied by the 
Court of Appeal or a divisional court thereof.” 

Tux Covrr (Corron, Bowzn, and Fry, L JJ.) said thata single judge of 
the Court of Appeal could have no jurisdiction under this ps until an 
appeal had been presented, Oorron, L.J., said that an application could 
be made to him in the country during the vacation. But sega must 

viously ascertain by letter the time when he could hear applica- 
on.—Oounset, Maidlow. Soricrrors, Lickorish ¢ Bellord. 


BOLTON v. THE NATAL LAND AND OOLONIZATION CO.— 
O, A. No, 2, 12th August. 
Pracrice—Discovany—Arripavit or Documants—Irams NOT sUFFI- 
CIENTLY LIsTINGUISHED, 


This was an appeal from a decision of North, J. (ante, p. 626). The 


action was brought by a sharet older in the defendant company, on behalf 
of himself and all other the a Se eee See 


the company and the directors to the defendants from 
paying a dividend which the plaintiff alleged they were about to pay out of 
capit The plaintiff alleged that the defendants had improperly in- 


1 
BE 


company’s books. The defendants had 


of documents, and the secretary of the com: had made an affidavit, 
the first schedule to which contained 646 Many of these items 
rege Guometved as bendins $2 setieiianes Sines Senemenernee. vanes bene 
as letter books), each of which comprised a number of distinct - 
ments. Some of the books were general letter of the company and 
volumes of copies of letters. ae pene age, ne wanna Solas 
the affidavit taken off the tye peer it was an abuse of the 

of the court, because it did Pennine te topes 
items in the schedule, or what parts of the items, to the matters in 
question in the action. North, J., ordered the affidavit to be taken off the 


Tue Covurr or Aprgat (Corron, Bowsn, and Fry, L.JJ.) 
the appeal.—CounsgL, Everitt, Q.C., and Decimus 3 Cozens- 
Q.0., and Methold. Soxrscrrons, Harries, Wilkinson, § Raikes ; Bolton 


BOSWELL ve. COAKS—North, J., 9th August. 


Jupcment Desr — Inrenest—Inrergst on Costs— Dare FROM WHICH 
Interest Runs—Acrion CommenceD BEFORE ‘THE 24TH oF Ocro 
5 ag §. C., 1883, XLII, 16—Aprpzsnprx H, Form No. 1, 

OTE, 


The question in this case was whether, in an action commenced before 
and in which 


the R. 8. O., 1883, came into . w was also 
given before that date, interest on the taxed costs the plaintiffs 


i 
: 


ca 
= 


was to run from the date of the judgment or from date of the taxing 
master’s certificate. The old in e was that the interest ran 
from the date of the certificate ; at law the rule was that interest ran from 


the date of poy ent. In the note to Form No. 1 (writ of #. fa.) 
Appendix F. to the R. 8. C., 1875, it is stated that the interest on 
costs is to run from “‘ the date of the certificate of taxation.” But in the 
note to Form No. 1 (writ of f. fa.) in A H. to the R. 8S. C., 1883, it 
is stated that the interest on costs is to run from ‘“‘ the g- 
ment or order, or day on which money directed to be 
which interest is directed by the order to run, as the case may be.’ 
the present case Fry, L.J., on the 19th of 

action, with costs (23 Ch. D. 302). The Court 

decision (27 Ch. D. 424), but the House of Lords restored the decision 
Fry, J. (11 App. Cas. 232). The 
the costs of the defendant Bunyon on 


Norra, J., held that the provisions of the 
action which was pending at the time when to oe 
tion, and that the interest on the costs must run from the date of the 
ju ent.—CounseL, Cookson, Q.0., and A. G. Langley; Cozens- 
Q.C., and Methold. Soxscrrors, Whites, Renard, ¢ Co.; Smyth & Bret 


u 


Re THE NEW HOLLINGBOURNE PAPER MILLS 00.—North, J., 
10th August 


Company — Winpina-vr — Szconp Prrrrion presentsp wits WNorice 
or Firrst—Costs. 


There were two petitions, by two creditors, for the compulsory winding 
up of this com which haa resolved on a voluntary winding up with a 
view to a reconstraction. ‘The main question was whether s 
order should be made, or an order to continue the voluntary 


first, but the solicitors, who were acting both for the first petitioner and 
the com 7, bat oni 0 tet eS eee 
stating in effect that the object of D a 
supervision order, with the view of carrying out the reconstruction scheme. 
Norts, J., thought that, under the circumstances, a com order 
ought to be made. In most cases no doubt some 
by making a su order; it 
present case, his lordship thought the creditors 
winding up oe ae ee eas 
doubt, if a supervision order were made, an 
remove the Vy pop liquidators ; but, 
court, it wo a to bring the expense up to that of a com- 
pulsory order. Moreover, had 
on, actions had been commenced against the company 
no attempt had been made to check them. With regard to the presenta- 
tion of the second petition, his lordship saw no reason to doubt that the 
titioner acted in perfect 
him that the object of t 
order. 8 would Reve Daun, Bene 3, ee Ore oe eres 
Master of the Rolls in Re~Norton Ironworks Co, (26 W. ee eee 
had been made of the first petitioner whether he on Ww 
his petition ; and, if the same thing should oconr ta another case, it might 
have an influence with to costs; but his 
secor d petitioner had acted with an 
which might arise, and he 
compulsory order Se 2 





Cozens. Hardy, Q.O., Lovett; ©. B. Jenkins ; pf 
Down Sealy. Boixarans, Shon Bom, ¢ Ge? arey, tiny § 
Stirling ; Hicklin, Washington, ¢ Pasmore. : 
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Re MELLER’S WILL—North, J., 11th August. 


Wui—Consrevcrion—Larse—Girr to Crass on Inprvipvats—Personz 
NominatT2. 


The — in this case was whether a gift of a share of residue had 
lapsed by reason of the death of one of the residuary legatees in the 
lifetime of the testator. The testator devised and bequeathed all his 
estate, real and personal, on trust for sale and conversion, and directed 
them to divide the clear net residue of the proceeds equally between and 
among nine persons whom he named (describing also two of them as his 
nephew and niece and the other seven as the children of deceased persons 
whose names he mentioned) ‘‘ when and as they shall severally attain the 
age of twenty-one years or die under that age leaving lawful issue, the 
share or shares of such one or more who shall die under the age of twenty- 
one, whether original or accruing, without leaving lawful issue, to go and 
be divided equally among the survivors, and, if there shall be but one 
such child who shall live to attain twenty-one, then upon trust for such 
only child, such child dying under twenty-one as aforesaid to take 
the share, whether original or accruing, of his, her, or their deceased 
parent as tenants in common, and to be paid to them on their severally 
attaining twenty-one.” H., one of the nine legatees, died in the lifetime 
of the testator. She had attained twenty-one, and had married, and she 
left one child. The other eight legatees survived the testator, and at- 
tained twenty-one. The question was whether the gift of the residue had 
lapsed as to one-ninth thereof, or whether the fund was divisible in 
eighths among the eight legatees who survived the testator. On behalf of 
the eight survivors it was contended that the gift, being contained only 
in the direction to divide, was really a gift to a class—viz., to such of the 
nine persons named as should attain twenty-one or die under that age 
leaving issue, and that, according to the ordinary rule applying to class 
the gift would not fail in any respect by reason of the death of a 
member of the class before the testator, and that the whole fund was 
divisible among such of the nine persons as answered the description and 
survived the testator—i.ec., in eighths. Reliance was placed on Leake v. 
Robinson (2 Mer. 363); Dimond v. Bostock (10 Ch. 358); and Shiers v. 
Ashworth (25 Ch. D. 162). 

Nortn, J., held that the gift was to individuals, not to a class, 
and that it had lapsed as to one-ninth of the fund. To construe the 
words of the gitt as a gift to such of the nine persons as should attain 
twenty-one or die under that age leaving issue wovld be to make a great 
alteration in the words, and the words which followed were not consistent 
with that construction. Those words referred to the ‘‘share’’ of a person 
who should die under twenty-one without leaving issue, whereas on the 
construction suggested such a person could not have taken a ‘‘ share” at 
all, and yet his “share” was to go over. Moreover, it was essential to a 
gift to a class that the class, when ascertained, should take the whole fund 
in any event. That would clearly not be so in thiscase. Suppose H. had 
died under twenty-one, leaving a child, and that child had died before 
the testator, what would become of thatshare? There was no gift over in 
such a cate. The judgment in Leake v. Robinson, taken as a whole, was 
not opposed to his lordship’s conclusion. In D.mond v. Bostock the gift was 
to all the nephews and nieces of the late husband of the testatrix who 
were living at his death, except A. or B. Two of the nephews died before 
the testatrix, and it was held that the gift was to a class, and that there was 
no lapse, but that the fund was divisible among those of the class who 
survived the testatrix. It was clear that there could be no increase of the 
class, and the exception of two persons did not prevent its being a gift to 
aclass. James, L.J., said that ‘where there is a gift to a class the rule 
of lapse does not apply. In that case the fund is to be di.ided among 
the members of the class living at the time of distribution, unless the 
words describing the class are used for mere brevity, instead of 
designating the persons by name.’”’ That shewed that, if it was plain 
that it was merely intended to designate individuals, there was no magic in 
the use of words of class description. James, L.J., added, ‘‘if this had 
been the first occasion on which the point had arisen, there might have 
good ground for contending that the legatees m such a gift asthe present 
were persone designate, just as if thetestator had mentioned their names.’’ 

case was quite different from the present. In Re Smith's 
Trusts (9 Ch. D. 117}, the gift was of residue “to be equally divided 
between the five daughters of S. and M.,”” and Malins, V.C., held that 
this was a bequest to the five daughters as persona designate and not as a 
class. Malins, V.C., said “‘ if it had been a gift to the daughters simply, 
than the three surviving daughters, being only members of a class, would 
have taken the whole. Su the testatrix had named the five 
daughters, could anyone have doubted that they would have been tenants 
in common of the fund, and if one had died could it be possible for the 
remaining four to take her share? What difference, then, can thers be 
when she says “ the five daughters?” It 1s precisely the same if she had 
named them all, and they take as persone designatz.”’ Stansfield v. Stansfield 
Ch. D. 84) was another authority to the same effect. The share of 
had, therefore, lapsed, and w go, as to so much of it as arose from 
estate, to the testator’s heir-at-law, and as to so much of it as arose 


ire 


from personal estate, to his next of kin.—Counszt, C. Walker; G. T. J. 
Millar ; Underhill; B. Fossett Lock. Sorsctrons, Smith, Fawdon, § Low; 
Few § Co. ; Emmet, Son, § Stubbs ; G. B. Hubbard. 


Re HERMANN LOOG (LIM.)—North, J., 11th August. 


Pacronr—Lars—Couxission—Acent Inrevetzn witn Goops ron Sate— 
Distaicr Manacer oy Travinc Company. 


The in this case was whether a district manager of a trading 





Company was entitled, in respect of commisson due to him, to a lien 





u = Sho goede of ‘Wiiich fhe pomnenstnn: Wak bases Seteucted So Nee 4 
ot to poy nS See 
cent. on sales 


on behalf of the ee company had 
salary of £2 10s. and a@ CO ion of 7 
effected by him. The premises in which the local business was carried on 
were taken in the name of the company, and the business was carried on 
in their name. The manager di 
own, but he paid ay gerveany by him for the company to their 
bankers, retaining first his salary and expenees and the rent of the 
premises, which he paid. He never, in fact, retained his commission, 
and his claim to a lien was made in the winding up of the company for 
his commission on sales effected during the whole period of his engage. 
ment. He did not keep any books of his own, but entered his transac- 
tions for the company in their books. It was contended on his behalf 
that, being intrusted with the possession of the company’s goods for sale, 
he was in the position of a factor, and that he was entitled to a factor’s 
lien or the goods in respect of his commission. Reliance was placed on 
Robinson v. Rutter (4 E. & B. 954); Stevens v. Biller (25 Ch. D. 31); and Re 
Pavy’s Patent Felted Fabric Co. (1 Ch. D. 633). 

Norrs, J., held that the claimant was not a factor, but only a servant 
of the company; that his 
pany ; and that he was not entitled to any lien. The receipt of a weekly 
salary was entirely inccnsistent with the relation of principal and factor, 
In one sense, no doubt, he was intrusted with the on of the com- 
pany’s goods, but not in the sense in which a factor was intrusted with 
the possession of his bg me ont goods. 
possession of ot the same way as 8 company or @ large trading 
body like the Civil Service Association instrusted their servants with the 

ssession of goods for sale. There being no special 
GS was not entitled to any lien by virtue of his position.—Oounsgt, 7. 
Ribton ; Cookson, Q.C., and Emden. Soutcrrons, 7. H. Philpots ; Goldberg 
§ Langdon. 


Re PARTINGTON, PARTINGTON o. ALLEN—Stirling, J., 27th and 
28th July and 4th August. 


Taustges — InvestMENTs —FreeHoLtp Pusiic-Hovusz anpD Hovsgs — In- 
suFFIcIENT Secunrry—Liasitity or TRustges. 


W. H. Partington died in the year 1876, having, by his will (among 
other things), bequeathed £30,000 upon trust for 
subject thereto, to fall into residue, which was to be divided amo 
children. The executors and trustees were the testator’s wife an 
defendant G. P. Allen, who had been the testator’s partner in the business 
of a solicitor. 
mortgage of freeholds or leaseholds having sixty years to run; and the 


not keep any banking account of his 3 


on of the goods was that of the com. ~ 


He was intrusted with the 


contract for a lien, — 


wife for life, and, © 
his 
the | 








o 


o <a! 


We eee 
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The trustees were authorized to invest the trust funds upon ~~ 


defendant was also authorized to charge for work done by him in connec- e 


tion with the trusts. The trustees invested £2,500 upon mortgage of a 
freehold public-house, and £2,400 and £1,500 res; 


of lands and houses. The defendants employed a firm of surveyors to 


value the public-house prior to advancing the money, and, by letter, he © 


tively upon mortgage © 


instructed the surveyors to state, ‘“‘ not only the value of the property, but | 


also the maximum amount which might, in your opinion, be safely lent 
by way of first mortgage thereon by trustees,’’ and similar instructions were 
sent with regard to the other proposed moi The surveyors ad- 


: rtgages. r 
vised that the public-house was worth £4,174, and wasa good security for — 


£3,130, and, with regard to the other properties, that they were respec- 


tively worth £3,884 and £2,080, and were ample securities for £2,000 and 


£1,500 respectively. The securities turned out to be insufficient. The ~ 
testator’s widow commenced agro to have it determined whether | 
the above investments were proper, and, if not, whether the defendant was 


solely liable for the loes, or whether she was liable jointly with him. 
Srieiine, J., said that Speight v. Gaunt (31 W. R. 401, 9 App. Cas. 1) 

and Whiteley v. Learoyd shewed that a trustee might avail himself of 

the assistance and advice of a valuer or surveyor or solicitor in making 


his investments, but must not adopt that advice blindly, but exercise his — 


judgment upon it as a prudent man would. With regard to mortgage 
security there was joaniiing further to consider, and the rule was that 
trustees should not advance more than two-thirds of the value upon 


freehold lands, and not more than one-half no. er yr we 3 
t lai own q 
In the © 


That was not a hard and fast rule; but if the 
was exceeded it was for the trustee to justify his conduct. 

— that rule had not been observed. e value of the public- 
jouee de 


been asked the value of the property a from ite value as a hotel. 


ded to some extent on the licence and the business, the value ~~ 
of which was of a speculative character, and the surveyors ought to 3 E 
or 
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was either of the other investments, in his lordship’s opinion, proper. The © 


defendant was, therefore, liable for the loss. The widow was, in his 


lordship’s opinion, as between herself and the beneficiaries, also liable, for ~ 


she had no right to d her duty and nsibility as a trustee. 


ty : 
She was, therefore, jointly liable with the defendant, but the decision — 


wes without prejudice to any question between the trustees. 


Aug. 9, 11.—This was an adjourned summons ih the same matter, © 
taken out for the purpose of having it determined whether Mrs. Parting- — 
defendent Allen 


ton and the 
responsible for the 


were, as between themselves, join 
loss resulting 


from the improper m q 
investments, or whether the whole loss ought to fall on the detentions 


Allen. 
Sriviixe, J., held that the whole loss must fall u 
He had been the active trustee, and had also 
trust, and at eee eee in that capacity. 
investments were not the acis of Mrs. Partington to suc 
make her liable 


The im 
an exten 


asto — 
to make good to the defendant her share of the loss,— © 
Counse, in both matters, Robinson, Q.C., and Latham, Q.0.; Everitt, © 


the defendant Allen. © 
as the solicitor for the ~ 
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Q.0., and Howell; Hastings, Q.0., and Lecett ; Pearson, Q.C., and Raw- 
hans; Buckley, Q.0., and Starkey. Soxtcrrors, Freshfields ¢ Williams ; 
Bolton, Robbins, Busk, ¢ Co. ; Woodhouse, Trower, Freeling, ¢ Parkin ; Merri- 
man, Pike, $¢ Merriman, 





BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Practice—VoLuntTaRy Winpinc up—Action in Quegn’s Bencu Drvision 
—TRANSFER—Stay or Procerpincs—VacaTion Juncs—JvunRispicrion— 
Jupicature Act, 1873 (36 & 37 Vicr. c. 66), s. 24, suB-section 5—Rvuxzs 
or Court, 1583, onp. 49, x. 5. 

In the case of Re Shingleton Ice Co. (Limited), Bett v. Shingleton 
Tee Co. (Limited), before Kekewich, J., on the 17th of August, 
the question arose where a coment had been wound up voluntarily, 
and the voluntary liquidation had been continued under the super- 
vision of the court, as to the mode of transferring an action brought 
by a judgment creditor against the company in the Queen’s Bench 
Division, or of staying the proceedings. The resolution to wind up was 
confirmed on the 12th of August, 1887, and James H. Green was ap- 
pointed liquidator, On the same day Thomas Green, as the 
General Ice Oo., obtained an order for judgment of the urt of 
Justice, Queen’s Bench Division, against the company, and the solicitors 
for Bett intimated their intention to proceed. receiver and manager on 
behalf of the debenture-holders of the company had been appointed, of 
which appointment the solicitors of the plaintiff had been informed. The 
sheriff had entered under the judgment. This was a motion ex parte 
on behalf of the liquidator to restrain the plaintiff Bett from proceeding 
on his judgment, and asking that the sheriff might be ordered to with- 
draw. Under ord. 49, r. 5, when an order has been made by a judge of 
the Chancery Division’for the winding up of any company, the judge has 
power to order the transfer to such judge of any cause or matter pending 
in any other court or division brought against such company. 

Kexewicu, J., said that the rule did not refer to a voluntary winding 
up. He was, however, as Vacation Judge, sitting as a judge of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, and, under section 24, sub-section 6, of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, he had jurisdiction, sitting as a judge of that 
division, to stay proceedings in the action in the Queen’s Bench Division. 
He therefore made the order in the action, that Bett be restrained from 
tuking any further proceedings on the judgment debt obtained by him 
against the company on the 12th of August, 1887, and that all proceed- 
ings on such judgment be stayed. The sheriff to withdraw.—Covunsz1, 
Stroud ; A. Beddali; Tennant. Soxrtcrrors, W. W. Elliott ; Benjamin Burton. 


Inzuncrion—Onstruction or Ancient Ligurs—Aornr. 


In the case of Pedder v. Eiloart, before Kekewich, J., on the 17th of 
August, the question arose as to whether an action was properly 
brought against & person who was directing building operations so as to 
obstruct the plaintiffs’ ancient lights. The plaintiffs were trustees of 
St, Luke’s parochial schools, and it was contended on their behalf that 
they could sue either the owner or the builder. The defendant denied 
having any interest, and said that he was an agent. 

Kexewicu, J., said that the plaintiff hada right to sue the builder, and 
continued the interim injunction obtained ex parte on the 6th of August.— 
Uounszn, C. T. Mitchell; Gaskell. Soxrcrrors, Woodbridge $ Son; Bury. 


TrapE—OovEeNnANT NOT TO CARRY ON WITHIN A Mrte—Injuncrion— 
INFANT. 


In the cases of Munson v. Odiam, Munson v. Jordan, and Munson v. 
Donald, before Kekewich, J., on the 17th of August, the question arose 
as to the course the court should pursue where a defendant appeared 
iu person in an action for breach of covenant, and it was apparent 
to the judge and the registrar that he was an infant. The three 
actions were brought to restrain the defendants from “es on the 
business of dairymen within one mile from specified places. The defend- 
ant Odiam entered into the service of the plaintiff, Henry Munson, at 15s. 
a week, with two months’ notice, and signed an agreement whereby he 
covenanted that he would not, during the continuance of such service, nor 
after quitting, in any way interfere with the trade or customers served by 
and trom the plaintiff, or endeavour in any way whatever to set up, 
exercise, or be concerned within one mile of Battersea Park-road, either 
directly or indirectly, in the trade of a dairyman as servant or master for 
his own benefit or any other person whatever. The other two agreements 
were similar. All the defendants were infants when they signed the agree- 
mente, but Donald had come of age since. Odiam appeared in —— and 
ond obviously an infant. The plaintiff asked for a perpetual injunction, 

no costes. 

Kexewron, J., said that he was dealing with an infant (Odiam), and 
could not grant an injunction, the defendant was incapable of consent- 
ing. Though the boy had nc+ entered a formal appearance, he and the 
registrar had seen him and had the evidence of their own eyes that the 
boy was an infant, the registrar could not draw up the order after 

g aware of the fact. The cases would stand for a fortnight.— 
—, A’ Beckett Terrell; H. T. Eve, Soxrcrrons, Cuddon ¢ Co. ; Evans 
‘atchelor. 


Parent—InrrincEMEnt—Aoccount— UNDERTAKING, 

In the case of Automatic Weighing Machine Co. (Limited) v. Knight, 
before Kekewich, J., on the 17th of sane, the question arose as to 
whether a defendant who denied any infringement of the t of the 
plaintiff should give an undertaking to keep an account. patent in 








Practics—AtTrachMent—AFrripavit—Oory. 


In the case of Re Inderwick, Ex parte Hanson, before Kekewich, J., on 
the 17th of August, @ question arose as to the of copies of 
affidavits on a motion for leave to issue a writ of t against 


a person for disobedience to an order. 
court, 


The 
Kexewicn, J., said that he would not allow copies to be read where the 
liberty of the subject was concerned. Fresh notice must be given to the 
respondent.—Oounset, H. 7. Eve. Soxscrrons, Blair ¢ Girling. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Sir Maxwe.t Metvu1, K.0.1.E., 0.8.1. formerly a of the High 
Court at Bombay, died at Poonah on the 5th inst. doit Seavm nee 
educated at Haileybury College. He entered the Bombay Civil Service, 
and he was for many years 
partments. In 1866 he was appointed Judicial Commissioner in Scinde, 
and from 1871 till 1884 he was a puisne judge of the High Court at Bom- 
bay. In 1884 he was ted a member of 
of Bombay, which SS ee ee In 1886 
created a Companion of the Order of the Star of India, and a 
sae Ne ee ee er the Order of 
mpire. 


Mr. Horatto Mansrrecp, barrister, eo on the 12th inst. 
from pleurisy, after a short illness. Mr. was 

cud of Mr. John Smith Mansheld, magistrate. at Marlborough-street 
and o - John Smi at * 
Police Court. He was born in 1821, and 

College, Cambridge. He was called to the 
Trinity Term, 1853, and he had practised on 
the Liverpool and Kirkdale Sessions and the Liverpool Court of nee 
Be had for some time acted as deputy vy ager day Ay ty 
of Liverpool. Mr. Mansfield was in 1871 to the widow of 

Col. Cumming. He was buried at Totton, Hampshire, on the 17th 


Mr. Rozsrt Sanxey, solicitor (of the firm of Sankeys & Flint), of Can 
terbury, died on the 5th inst. in his eighty-eighth year. Mr. Sankey, who 
was almost the oldest solicitor in Kent, was son of Mr. John Sankey, 
and was born in 1799. He was admitted a solicitor in had 
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Peace for Canterbury, and wi ta Roan Tray Ba 
Canterbury. Mr. Sankey was a perpetual commissioner er. 
Kent and the city of Canterbury. He was for several years one 
city aldermen, and he was elected mayor of 
again in 1861. He was buried at Barham on the 12th inst. 
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Mr. Cuantes Geornce Nantes, olla, of Bridport, has been elected an 
Alderman for that Borough. Mr. Nantes was admitted a solicitor in 
1873, He is Registrar of the Bridport County Court and Coroner for the 

Bridport District of Dorsetshire. 


Mr. Garsroxp Bruce, Q.C., has been appointed Temporal Chancellor of 
the County Palatine of Durham in succession to the late Mr. James 
» QO. Mr. Bruce is the eldest son of Dr. John Collingwood 
Bruce, of Newcastle- -upon-Tyne, and was born in 1834. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1859, and he became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1883. Mr. Bruce practises on the North-Eastern 
Circuit. He has been recorder of Bradford since 1877, and he was Soli- 
citor-General of the County Palatine of Durham from 1877 till 1885, 
when he was appointed Attorney-General. 


Mr. Wri Geratp Seymour Firzceratp, 0.8.1., has been created a 

Knight of the Order of the Indian Empire. Sir W. Fitzgerald is the 
son of the Right Hon. Sir William Robert Fitzgerald, G.C.8.I., 

and was born in 1841. He was educated at Oriel College, Oxford. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1865, and he 
formerly practised on the Home Circuit. He was private secretary to his 
father when Governor of Bombay, and he has been political aide-de-camp 
to the Secretary of State for Tadia since 1874. He was created a com- 
panion of the Order of the Indian Empire in 1885. 


Mr. Cuarizs Joun Pearson, barrister and advocate, has received the 
honour of Knighthood. Sir C. Pearson is the second son of Mr. Charles 
Pearson, of Edinburgh, and was born in 1843. He was educated at the 
Edinburgh Academy, and he was formerly scholar of Corpus Christi 
College, Oxford, where he graduated first class in Classics in 1865. He 
obtained the Gaisford Prize for Greek Prose in 1862, and the Gaisford 
Prize for Greek Verse in 1863. He was called to the bar at the Inner 
Temple in Trinity Term, 1870, and he was admitted a member of the 
Facul of Advocates in Scotland in the following July. Sir C. Pearson 
is sh of chancery, and procurator for the Church of Scotland. 


Mr. Tuomas Baynzs, Solicitor-General for the Leeward Islands, has 
been a to act as Attorney-General for that Colony. Mr. Baynes 
is the third son of Mr. Edwin Donald Baynes. He was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in July, 1878. 


Mr. Cuartes Haman Beanp, barrister, has been appointed to act as 
Solicitor-General for the Leeward Islands. Mr. Beard is the second son 
of Mr. William Daniel Beard. He was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in June, 1882. 


Mr. Temrte Lerusrivce Down, solicitor (of the firm of Newton & 
Down), of Lewisham, has been appointed Clerk and Solicitor to the 
Lewisham District Board of Works, in succession to the late Mr. Howard 
Samuel Winnett. Mr. Down was admitted a solicitor in 1881. His 
partuer, Mr. Alfred Newton, is vestry clerk of Lewisham Parish. 





PARTNERSHIP DISSOLVED. 


Epwarp Rosgrt Gricson and Ricxarp Ronrson, solicitors (Grigson & 
ope of Watton, Norfolk. All debts due and owing to or by the 
said partnership will be received and paid by Richard Robinson, by whom 
alone the business will hereafter be carried on. Jan. 1, 1884. 
[ Gazette, Aug. 16.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, August 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Rows & Oo. Lunotend.— Creditors are required. on or before Oct 1, to send their 
Cooper, Colem gs, Moorgate st. Friday, Nov 4 t 12, is inted for 
cating and edjudicatina u the debts and dules — — 
Usiten Krxcpox Lawn a ING ASSOCIATION. LimITED.— By an order made 
oe & £ Gs. Linesin omy preik inn fields, —— for petner 
ABD Buitpine Association, Limirep.— Chitty, J., has 
om me ay ‘Aug 33 pa at 12 at the chambers of the Vacation Judge, for the 
ee Ss — oe, Lae. oP hag winding up, mete 
directed ear ore acation ednesda: Uy 
*%. Bradley, Lombard st, solor for petner a sae ” d 
Axcrart Nosrz Oxper rt ODDFELLOWS’ White Hart Inn, 
a, York. Aug 
_— Foresrers’ FRIENDLY Lamb Inn, Newchurch-in-Pendle, Lancaster. 


names and a. gut the particu of their debts or claims, to James 
J dated Ang ! 8, it was ordered that the association be wound up. 
of an offi 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
BENEFIT SOCIETY, 
Nomizy Pemarze Ferexvry Socrary, Norley, near Frodsham, Chester. Aug 10 


London Gazette SO le A ist 16. 
JOINT STOCK CO PANIES. 
IN Guan 


Acries GusEliscnar?t CHEMISCHE Faprix COLOMatA, LIMITED. Croton are 
required, on or a Sept 15, to send their names and addresses, and the - 
ticulars of their debts or . to Edward Goldsworthy James, Lonstale 

ioneses bave Tuesday, adh 2% at 12, is appointed for hearing and 


samy upon the claim 
Ae oemes has tt mek ecrios Oo, Laser —P any ny 
up, € ug 11 kewic! Aug 24, 
& Helen's place, «wp ers ope ‘design ithed eee 
‘UsIC Hart < Co, Lrurrup.— Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, 
, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
mrp Nov 2, at 12, is appointed 


ed 
g upon the debts and cla 





ad 
BaP Tae ase, acacia rege, on 


their debts or claims, to Ernest Cooper, 14, George st, Mansion House, 
day, Oct 25, at 12,is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts. 


ELEcrRic PorTaBLE BATTERY AND Gas Ionrtine Co, Lumrep.—Stirling, J., hag ~ 
by an order, dated June 30, appointed Edwin Collier, 44, Brown 8 chester, _ 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are require’, on or before Oct. to =a 
their names and addresse*, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the 
above. Tuesday, Nov 1, at 12, is appointed for hearing ard adjudicating UDO 
the debts and claims 

Eyre Arms Horet Co, Liuirep. — Petn for winding up, presented Aug 13, 





directed to be heard before Kekewich, J., on Aug 24. Russell, Coleman st 


solor for petner 

Henpra EsTaTE AND Bur~prne Mareerats Co., LiMiTED. — Creditors are ~~ 
quired, on or before Sept 30, to send their names and addresses and particu 
ot their debts and claims to Frederic George Painter, 2, Moorgate st rr 
rie A Oct. 28 at 1, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims 

Lonpon OysTER OvLtivaTInG Co., LimiTeD.—Stirling, J., has by_an order, ~ 
dated July 26, appointed John Peirson, of 2, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st, to © 
be official liquidator : 

Mount MorGan (West) GoLp Mrvz, Luw1rep.—Petn for winding up, a i 
Aug 12, directed to be heard before Kekewich, J., on Aug 24. Ing ; 
Obancery lane, solors for petner ‘ 

PLUMBLEY CoLLieRY Co, LruiTrep.—By an order made by Stirling, J., dated Aug” + 
6, it was ordered that the comyany be ——— up. Page & Scorer, New —s $ 
er 

y ad order made by Stirling, J., 


¥ 


agents for Page, jun, Lincoln, solor for 
SUN PoRTLAND CEMENT Co, LIMITED.— 

aug 11, it was ordered that the com tA, be wound up. Johnston & Co. 

mond bldnes, Gray’s inn, agents for Winder, Bolton, solors for petner : 
WooLwIicH (OLD BarGE Hovse) STEAM ¥. LIMITED.—Stirling, J., has fixed — 

Friday, Sept 2, at 12. at the chambers of the ‘Vacation J udge, for the spoke 

ment of an official liquidator 

D IN CHANCERY. 


NLIMITE: 
ALBION MutTvaL PERMANENT BENEFIT buILDING SocreTy.—Chitty, J., has, wi 
an order dated July 21, appointed Mr. Frederick Augustus Jenkins, Exchange _ 

bldngs, Bristol, to be official liquidator : 
County — OF LANCASTER, ; 
‘CERY ; 
Du BEepap ApAmMs & Co. LIMITED. The Vice-Chancellor has, by an order d. 
July 27, appointed George Mahon, 26, North John st, Liverpool, to be offi 


liquidator 5 
1 FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 3 
ALEXANDRA LODGE, 483 Society, United Ancient Order of Druids, Old House at 
Home, Croft st, Bradford, York. Aug 11 2 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE Mont F 
KIpiinctTon BENEFIT Socrety, King’s y Kidliogton, Oxford. Aug il 

— Row SAMARITAN FRIENDLY SOCIETY, Queen’s Arms Inn, Horsforth, Leeds, 
ug 11 ; 
PRINCE RUPERT FRIENDLY BENEFIT SOCIETY, 57, St .- st. sAvenpedh, Aug il 

RatLeEY NEw SIcK AND BENEFIT Sociery, Crow: Inn, Ratl tley, nr Banbury, 
Warwick. Augii 


dated — 
ne 








NOTICES. J 


CREDITORS’ 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. $3 
Last Day or Crane E 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, ‘August 5. 


BANKS. Marta Louisa, Stoneycroft, nr Liverpool. Oct 1. Ellison v Banks, 7 e 


Kay. J. Wynne, Chancery lane 
BoLton, Gol Sir Francis JOHN, Knt, Broad Sanctuary, Westminster. Sept % 2 4 


Morant & Co. v Bolton. Chitty, J. cee Bedford row 
Fasaywese, fans, Mot tingham. Sept 30. Nussey v Featherstonhaugh, Chitty, | 
. Taylor, y 
RosmyEnArZ,, GABRIEL, Jowin st. Sept 30. Rosenthall vy Hayman, Chitty, Je 


odfrey, Chancery lan: 
SwaLBe, Davin, Wioeate st Within, Cigar Merchant. Sept 7. Klingenstela 
J. Yara Finsbury circus 


& Co. v Brighten & another, Stirling, 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, A’ 3 
GOooDE, Lim oan Congleton, Chester. Sept 1. Goode ¥ ( v Goode, Chitty, J. Reade,~ 


Con: 
, Bournemouth, Clerk. Aug 26. Darwin v Massingberd, © 
‘arrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields . 
SLATER, ENRY, Seckbure. Grocer, Aug 22. Housley v Slater, Registrar, — 5 
Preston. Entwisle, Blackburn 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 4 
London Gaxzette.—TvEspay, August 9. ; 


BARTLET, ALEXANDER HENRY, Ipswich, Doctor of Medicine, Nov5. Jackamaa 
& Co, Ipswich on L 


Benson, W1L114M, Knaresbrough, York, Joiner and Oabinet Maker, 
Kirby & Son, Knaresbroug 
Brswick, ELizaBeTu, Higher Urusten, Lancaster. Sept 9. Killey, Liverpool _ 
Bre.sy. Joun, Harrogate. York, Gent. Sept15. Kirby & Son, Knareshrougingg 
BYERLLY, ALFRED, Portsea, Hants, Gent. Septi. Blake, Portsea : 
Brooxs, Joseru, Hyde, Chester, Hat and Cap Dealer. Augi?7. Oooke, Hyde : 
CHAPMAN, HENRY, Chelsea, Gent. Sept15. James & James, Ely place Aig 
Co.ruvrst, GzorGzE, Cotham Park, Bristol, Esq. Oct 10. Abbot & Co, Bristol 3 
Conpaey, Mary ExizabeTu, Clapham. Sept 20. Hepworth, South st, Fine 
ry Be 
Davey, Wu11aM Tuomas, Leyton, Doctor of Medicine. Aug 2%. Timb : 
hot : 
Denese, Wa isau Frederick, Brockley, Kent, Gent, Sept 30. Trinders& 
BROLAND, Ricuaxpd, Binham, Norfolk, Esq. Out3. Watson & Digby, Fi 
aes OR Ciatr, Shepperton on Thames, Esq. Sept 15. Rawetor 
ullo} aa 
Ficu, Jon, Barton, Lancaster, Yeoman, Sept 23. Thompson & Craven, Prests es 
Frietcuer, Letitia, Brighton. Sept 14, Cockburn, Brighton iB 


GoopaLt, Harriet, Knaresborough, York. Oct 1. Kirby & Son, Knaresborouw 


Hotatys, Cxort, Fuxpuniox, Harrow on the Hill, Eeq. Sept 9. Cole & Jac : 
Essex # 
Horzonow, Wit1i1aM, Upton St Leonard’s, Gent. Septi7. Poole, Gloucester = 


Honrsrond, James, Bedford, Gent, Sept 10. Porter, Hedford 
Juavons, E1vizabetu Suiru, Wimbledon, Oct12, Smith, Nicholas lane 
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Joss, Faony, 8t John’s Wooi. Sept 2. Sheldon Hepworth, South st, Fins- 
Jonze Jxssn, Brighton, Gent. Sept 90. Frank Richardson & Sadler, Golden 
rt WA RoBERT, Upper Holloway, Locksmith, Sept 12. Maskell, Gt James 
ay! Marrim, Liverpool, Stock and Share Broker. Sept 15. Laces & Oo., 


Liver 
Mayo, J vii, Maida Vale. Septi. Patey & Warren, London Wall 
McKEALE, Mary, Crumpsall, Lancaster. Aug 381i. Barrow & Smith, Manchester 
MoNavGHTAN, MarGsRET Hannan, Thornbridge, Warwick. Oct 1. Field & 
Boi 


Niouont, Davip, orthgate, Halifax, Hatter. Septi. Jubb & Co, Halifax 
PorTER, EstuER, Nottingham. Sept 13. Thorpe & Thorpe, Nottingham 
SaMBELL, Mary JANE, Plymouth. Oct4, Sole & Gill, Devonport 

SanDERS, EDWARD, Devonport. Oct1. Brickwood-Hutchings, Devonport 


SANDERS, JAMES PANGELLY, East Stonehouse, Devon. Oct1. Brickwood-Hut- 
chings, Devonport 
SEDOTEES, wv ILLIAM, Killinghall, York, Solicitor. Oct 1. Kirby & Son, Knares- 


Twos North Perrott, Somersetshire, Yeoman, Sept 3. Alford, 

Crew erne 

Tomy”, WILLIAM GEORGE, Twickenham, Publican. Sept12. Skewes-Cox, Red 
on sq 


Watson, THOMAS, Guisborough, Yorkshire. At once. Buchannan & Richard- 
eon, Guisborough 
London Gazette.—Fripay, August 19. 


ALEXANDER, WILLIAM DoLLIN, Tunbridge Wells, Esq. Sept 8. Watney & Co» 
Lombard ct meth 
Pp 


Batts, WittiaM DANIgL CHAMBERLAIN, Tynemouth, Shipowner. 

Leitch & Co, Newcastle uvon-Tyne 
BENTLEY, JAMES, Pendlebury, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 16. Walker, Manchester 
BuRGOYNE, JOHN CHARLES, Harley st, Gent. Octi. Burgoynes & Oo, Oxford st 
Drve.ey, JoserH, Knowle, Warwick, Gent. Aug 23. Sale, Solihull, Warwick- 


Drvetey, Mary, Knowle, Warwick. Aug.23, Sale, Solihull, Warwickshire 


FARMER, FRANOES JANE, St. Peter the Great, Worcester. Oct 10. Woodward, 
orces 
FROANE, oe Birkdale, Lancaster, Gent. Sept 10. Avison & Oo, Liver- 


Faoros, Louis, Thayer st, Manchester eq, Boot and Shoe Maker. fept 23. 
leton & Son, Lincoln’s inn chmbrs 
Fropos, Lovisz, Chelsea. Sept 23, Eagleton & Son, Lincoln’s inn chmbrs 


Haicu, e, Tecan, Holmfirth, York, Heald Maker. Sept 9. Heeley & Marshall, 

Raaeeen JOHN Henry, STEERE, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, Esq. Oct 1. 
Edwards & Co, Denbigh 

Hospen, Jonny, Clapton, Geese. Sept 20. Tiddeman, Finsbury sq 


Howxins, WILLIAM, Frolesworth, Leicester, Yeoman. Sept 29. J.& B. H.C. 
Fox, Lutterwort 


JorDIN, DANIEL, Hishiey, Salop, Gent. Sept 5. Nichols Marcy, Bewdley 


LITHERLAND, JOHN BosTook, Liverpool, Glass and China Merchant and Quarry 
Proprietor. Sept 23. Ai ohnson, Liverpool 
Lowe, Joanna, Ashford Carbonell, Salop. Sept 9. Lloyd & Son, Leominster 


Mai, Robert Hat1, Birkenhead, Chester, Coachbuilder. Sept 10. Masters & 
gi Liverpool 
D, WILLIAM, Sneinton, Nottingham, Miller. Oct8. Wing, Nottingham 
= DesoRrsH, Worthenbury, Flint. Oct1. Acton & Co, Wrexham 


Parsons, WILLIAM, Mistley, Essex, Plumber and Glazier. Sept 15, Mustard, 
Manningtree 


Parton, HENRY, Ightham, Kent, Gent. Sept 5. Beale & Co, Maidstone 
, CHARLES, Newport, Mon, Hotel Keeper. Sept 21. Lyne & Co, New- 


port Mon 
Porrar, Wi11aM Jomy, Tavoy, British Burmah, Superintendent of Police. 
Sept 19. Turner & Low, King st, Cheapside 
Fortescue & Sons, 


RvssELL, THomas, Hodnell, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 27. 
Banbury, Orford 

SANDERSON, AMES, Whitworth, Spotland, Lancaster, Stone Merchant. Sept 1. 
Roberts, Rochdale 

Stanton, RoBERT bg a Dover, Licensed Victualler and Sailmaker, Sept 17. 


Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
STRINGER, JANE, Anerley, Sept 16. May & Co, Adelaide pl, E.C. 


ong omy Suse, Shenfield, Essex. Sept 29. Postans & Landons, New 
r Ss 


London Gazette.—TvUEsDAY, August 16. 
BLACKBURN, ALFRED, Forest hill, Solicitor. Sept 20. Sheard, Whitechapel 
Ouare.e, Jonn, St Albans, Architect. Oct11. Blagg & Edwards, St Albans 
ee, LEwis, Romford, Gent. Sept 12. Stanley & Woodhouse, Abchurch 


jane 
Gurr, Mani, Brighton. Sept 30, Stevens & Son, Brighton 
Croox, EruriaM, Margate, Gent. Sept 19, Sankey, Margate 


Dexuam, Sir HenRY MANGLES, Maida Vale, = Admiral in the Royal Navy. 
Sept 12. Hallett & Spottiswoode, Craven 
AIRBANK, JOSHUA, Calverley, York, Wolen Menntectenen, Sept 3. Beaumont 


n, Leeds 
Guovan, ‘Tuoxas ¢ GsorGE, Old Kent rd, Gent. Sept 15, Wyatt & Barraud, 


non 8s 
Hircucock, Wirsux, Moulsham, Essex, Gent. Sept +9. Oopland, Chelmsford 


sompax, Grantee JOSEPH, Kensal green, Monumental Mason, Sept 28. Welman, 
Wit. ourne 
Kay, Wir11am Hawny, ' Florence, Italy. Oct 12. Withall & Oo, Bedford row 


Aeapanaren, J JosHvua, Heckmondwike, York, Agent. Sept 2, Oates, Heck- 
mondwik 
JAMES Goopma, Halifax, Painter and Decorator. Sept 1%. Rhodes, Halifax 


Luorp, Davin, Leominster, Gent. Sept 11. Lloyd & Son, Leominster 
Mrrroy, Mary, Cardington. Sept 90. Morgan, Shrewsbury 

OgpEN, Toms, Halifax, Woollen Draper. Septi9. Atkinson, Bradford 
Owzn, Francis, Sheffield, Silversmith. Sept 12, Binney & Sons, Sheffield 


Boargeom, Ey EpWiIn OCHARuEs, Leicester, Ironmonger, Sept 20. Miles & Place, 
cester 


RvssetL, Tuomas, Hodnell, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 20, Fortescue & Sons, 
Rurran, Eliza, Surbiton, Sept 14, Hillis & Co, St Swithin’s lane 





Aurea, Witt1aM, Brighouse, Yoek, Ldaenecd Vietmalier, Oct 1. Barber, Brig 
Sopmmaxs, Louis Cant, Dalston, Gent. Octi. Foster & Co, College st 


Sesame, WaAleae, ie, Godalming, Surrey, Paper Manufacturer. Sept 20. Shep- 
Senesanens. cae Mims, Middlesex. Sept 10. Houghtons & 
wane . ILLIAM, ton Bishop, Hereford, Clerk ia 


RE ee ee ee ee Oct 11. Naunton & 
WarxEn, Epw.zp, South Kensington. Oct i. Radcliffes & Co, Craven st 


WALKER, ELEANOR, South Kensington, Oct1. Radcliffes & Co, Uraven st 
WALKER, ExizaBeTH, Barnet. Oct 3, Richardson, Thirsk 

WALKER, JESSELINA, South Kensington. Octi. Radcliffes & Co, Craven st 
WaLKER, Mari, South Kensington. Oct1. Radcliffes & Co, Craven st 
Woopwarp, Rev Tuomas BENJAMIN, Kemerton, Gloucester. Sept 15. Wood 


ard, Worcester 
Woorpninor, Guondx Henry, Poplar. Sept 10, Lawrence Heap, Upper 
00 
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STAMMERERS and eatin eae ey Sate > 

BEASLEY, Baron’s Court House, De ee ee 13 stamps. The 

Author, ‘after suffering nearly by a wathod satirely 

his Owl [ADVE.) 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


Horatio J. Risinghill st, Pentonville, Manutacturer of Bottle 
Hoacems, Ne pom 


London Gasette.—FRipay, August 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Anaskam, Sotcasou, Dertingten, Damper, Stockton on Tees. Pet July 26. Ord 
axeaae Ord aug Frizington, Cumberland, Chemist. Whitehaven. 
acon Wasaan ~ Caen ‘ARLES, Bournemouth, Corn Merchant. Poole. Pet Aug 
Sa eee aoe Janeane eyeemn, Selatan, <8 ne competion: Se 
23, 
amu. ‘Pot July 2 Southsea, Dealer. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 2. 
Bannan, Hows, Albion villas, Tottenham, Builder. Edmonton. Pet July 6. 
9 
Batts, Winn Brsant, Hambledon, Hampshire, Bricklayer. Southampton. 
Pet Aug 9. Ord Aug 9 a 
Banusts, Rosse, Cheapside, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet June 90. Ox 
Bevak Witt1aM, St George, Gloucester, Butcher. Bristol. Pet Aug 9. Ord 


Bmp, Joux, Hammerwich, Stafford, Farmer. Walsall, Pet Aug 8. Ord Aug 8 
Bumor, Epwix Taoxss, Lendport, Baher, Portsmouth. Pet Aug 2% Ord 


Boorse, , Walsall, Grocer. Walsall, Pet July 26. Ord Aug 


BroMAGE, JOSEPH, Pausqees Julgan Ona Aue Manufacturing 
Baown, owas Jaun, brite Pet aay. Ord Aug 9 
ButMER, Heney Woop, York, out of business, York. Pet Aug 10, Ord 
Busnes Guonan THORNE, Stogumber, Somerset, Grocer. Taunton. Pet July 
Omminia, HAL "jun, East Allerdean, Northumberland, Farmer. Newcastle. 
Cumann, Epwano Jims Bovans, Bermondsey wall, Bermondsey, Potter. 
pene 2 neg heplloamealiaes 
Coox, ARTHUR, Oxford, Grocer. Oxford. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug? 

Coorss, Jamzs, West Ham, Eseex, Contractor. High Court. Pet Aug 10, O:d 
Dawsox, Siwstt, Brampton, Huntingdon, Farmer. Peterborough. Pet Aug 8. 
Dasa, Wraan, ii, Tasbacvile oh Seniente, Kanne Edmonton. Pet July 
Dicxnisoy, “ANNiR A, Pembroke oq, Kensington High Quurt. Pet July 2. 
le Matilda st, Theeahill sq, Uphelsterr. High Cons. 
Baa, Se Segre BES, Tey Scarborough. Pet 
Fann, Davin, Porth, Glamorgan, Bootmaker. Pontypridd. Pet Aug 8 Ord 
Fawoxty ‘Suze, Hightown tn'Liversedge, Yorks, Oureier, Dewsbury, Pet July 


Fawortt, WILLLM, Northampton, Coal Dealer. Northampton. Pet Aug 9% 
Fount, Catt, Jourva Foaan, and 132 Outta Gate, Cradley, Wor 
nun Uh an nat a ee 
Husmiros, Aura, a See a Scarborough. Pet Aug s. 
‘Tuomas Biqycle Manufacturer, Wolverhampton 

Pot Aug 10. Ord kee I 
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: pet 











Hewry oom. Sa ya Meat Market, Meat Salesman. High Court. Pet 


Jan5. Ord M 
James, Ropert, Graveley, Cambridge, Farmer. Bedford. Pet Aug 9. Ord 


Aug 10 
ne ~ fr a Farnborough, Hamrshire, Draper. Guildford. Pet Aug 8. 


ore Twos, os Festiniog, Merioneth, General Dealer. Bangor. Pet 

Kaus, Wins, H Hertford rd, Edmonton, Builder. Edmonton. Pet July 12. 
ae, cae * Cardiff, Hardware Dealer. Cardiff. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug9® 
Mutts, Samvet, Leeds, Commission Agent. Leeds. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug9 
Mursom, James, Watford, Herts, Ironmonger. St Albans. Pet Aug 6. Ord Aug6 
Moneas, se Fs FERRENT, Glamorganshire, Innkeeper. Pontypridd. Pet Aug 
Moraan, Jonny, Cardiff, Mason. Cardiff. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug9 


PaILLARD, ARTHUR. Holborn Viaduct, Musical Instrument Importer. High 
Court. Pet Augio. Ord Aug 10 

PatMER, ALBERT, and ALBERT EDWARD PALMER, a Somersetshire, Glove 
Manufacturers. Yeovil. Pet Aues. Ord Au 

w. OLIVER James, Sutton Coldfield, Warwickshire, Licensed Victual- 

ler. Birmingham. Pet July 28. Ord Aug9 

PuIrrakD, JoHN. Swanage, Dorsetshire, Lodging-house Keeper. Poole. Pet 
Aug 10. Ord Aug 10 

Porz, Henry ALEXANDER, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Swansea. Pet Aug 
10, Ord Aug 10 

7, a, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Newsagent. Dewsbury. Pet Aug 9. 

z 


ug 9 
eae ae tr seme Tokenhouse yard, Financial Agent. High Court. Pet July 


Ord A 
Resins. Warns, eg eee Proprietor of Steam Roundabouts. Canterbury. 
Pet : July 14. Ord A 


y 
SPaRKE, JOHN, Deal, lodlniate: Can erbury. Pet July 13. Ord Augs 
Surror, WiL11AM, Hampton in — Warwickshire, Coal Merchant. Birming- 
bam. Pet Aug9. Ord A 
——. sues EDWARD, Fectora, Builder. Hereford. Pet Aug 8. Ord 
Taylor, GEORGE, Gloucester, Butcher. Pet Aug 10. Ord Aug 10 
TAYLor, yor Hexham, Northumberland, Publican. Newcastle. Pet Aug 8. 
Ord Ang 
TEAL, sanmaan, Fast Berwick, nr Skipton, Yorks, Farmer. Bradford. Pet 
Augs Ord Aug8 
— WALTER JOHN, Coventry, Gasfitter. Coventry. Pet Aug9. Ord 
Warxins, EpMonpD, Church st, Stoke Newington, Cheesemonger. 
Pet July 26. Ord Aug9 
EBSTER, FISHER. and James WILLIAM WEBSTER, Swavesey, Cambridgeshire, 
Millers. Peterborough. Pet Aug8. Ord Aug8 
Wuston, JoHn JAMEs, ('amden st, Camden Town, Wheelw right. High Court. 
Pet Augi0. Ord Aug 10 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


AlLtatr, FREDERICK THomas, Frizington, Camberland, Chemist 
67, Duke st. Whitehaven 
ANDREW. a memene, ¢ Gainsborough, Miller. Aug 22 at 12. Off Rec, 2, St Bene- 
ncoln 
AmonEWs, ° Wintaaxe CHARLES, Bournemouth, Corn Merchant. Aug 22 at 12. 
Temperance Hall, Poole 
ARMSTRONG, THOMAS, Southsea, Furniture Dealer. 166, Queen 


st, Portsea 
Bans. GEORGE, Tharloe place, a: Kensington, Veterinary Surgeon. Aug 


Gloucester. 


Edmonton. 


Aug 22 at 12. 


Aug 22 at 3.30. 


199at 12. 383, Carey st. Lincoln’s 

Barnes. WILLIAM CHARLKS, New Chee] Lincolnshire, Smackowner. Aug 31 at 12. 
Off Rec. 3, Haven st, Gt sey, 

Berry, WiLLiiM. Dari Tailor’s Assistant. Aug 23 at 11. Off Rec, 8, 
Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Bisnor, Epwin Tuomas, Landport, Baker. Aug 22at3. 166, Queen st, Portsea 


Boriase, WILLIAM COPELAND, Laregan, Penzance, M.P. Aug 19 at 11, Bank- 


ruptcy bidgs, Portugal st, i 8 inn fields 
. MARY ANN, arwickshire, Pork Butcher. Aug 19 at 12.30. 


try 
Woop, York, out of business. Augi19at2. Off Rec, York 


CHISHOLM, Raupnu, jun. East Allerdean, Northumberland, Farmer. Aug 22 at 
12. Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Herbert & Sons, 


CHar.orTre, Binfield, Berks, Baker. Aug 20 at 11. 
Peascod st. Windsor 
Dawson, Gzorce Mason, Broadstairs, Kent, Builder. Aug 22 at 1230. Bank- 
suptey bldgs. Lincoln’s inn 
Dawees. SEWELL. Brampton, Hunts, Farmer. Aug & at 1. Fountain Hotel, 
uo on 
AMANDUS ADOLPHE, Morley st, Shoreditch, Cabinet Manufacturer. 
mansde 19atit. 33. Carey st, Liocoln’s inn 
Zeus. =~ Alphingtos, Devon, Nurseryman. Aug 23 at 11.30. Castle of 


Forp, Winatin th Horsley, (+los, Farmer. Aug 20 at 5. Imperial Hotel, Stroud 

GootD, Hzwry, Birmingham, Silk Mercer. Aug 25 at 11. 25, Colmore row, 

Meas, aes, Hatton Garden. Aug 22 at 1'. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s 

Hrssex, Jouw Maxren, Gt Yarmou 8 mith. Aug 20 at 1. Off 8, 

wight . th, Ships ug 20 a Ree, 

ee ame Stroud, Glos, Cabinet Maker. Aug 20 at 3, Imperial Hotel, 

Inonam, WILLIAM RusnTox, Rawtenstall, Lancs, Ironfouader. Aug 19 at 3. 
Queen's H: tel, Rawtenstall 

Jowxs. Evax, Tyddyn-calchwr, Tigatures, Ruthin, Denbighshire, Farmer. 
Sept 13.at 15.45. County Hal rezham 

Lappratr. Richarp KitMinster, toed. Gios, Builder. Aug 20 at 4. Imperial 

Lrrriaer, ALFRED Ropert, Worksop, Notts, Painter. Aug 23 at 11.30. Off Rec, 


Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Maxson, Tuomas, Birmingham, Jeweller. Aug 24 at 11. 25, Colmore row, Bir- 


mingham 
Jouw Ropert. Gt Driffi Y Merchant. A 2. 
eanabaw dociety, Lincoln's inn Plas. owlaliey lane ul fli 
'ALMER, ALBERT, Smee pont = ALMER, Yeovil, Somerset, ve 
Glouces, Draper. Aug 2 at 11. Off Rec, Bank 
Parny 74: Bath, Bootmaker. Aug 22 at 12.9. R H Moore, High Bailiff, 


8, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Grccer. Aug 19 at 2.30, Off 
vn tise ake Cee ee 


ED 


















REDGATE. HeRBer?, Nottingham, Lacemaker. Aug 19 at 12. Off Rec, 1, B ‘BaRw 
pavement, Notting’ ham : 
wane Hy ~ Dewsbury, Yorks, Newsagent. Aug 19 at 3. Off Reo, 
rs. Batiey 3 
Sancer, Wir11aM, Margate, Proprietor of Steam Roundabouts. Aug?2? at i 
Bankruptcy bid er inooln’ sinn 














SeaGe, WILLIAM, Coles Thurdon, ara Cornwal', Farmer. Aug 19 
11, Stanhope Hotel, Holswort! 4 
CunreEEe. Tuomas. Warrenby, Yo Grocer. Aug 23 at 11. Off Reo &@ 
Albert rd, Middlesborough be 
wia, Frank, Knutsford. Cheshire, Coal ae. Aug 19 at 11.30. OF 
Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manches x 
SQuIRE, ay and ALBERT SQuIRE, Acle, Nowfolk, Farmers. Aug 20 at 12. ¢ 
Rec. 8, King st, aot ; 
TAYLor, ‘sowane Brown, Oat lane, Trimming Manufacturer. Aug 19 at 
a ng ste Port ool st, Lincoln’s * fields E 
Taytor, FRED: unslet, Leeds, Earthenware Manufacturer. Aug 22 at i) 
Off Rec, 22, Park row. , Leeds 
TAYLOR, JAMES, Hexbam, ‘Northumberland, Publican. Aug 22 at 11. Off Reg 
Pink Jane, Newcastle o 
THORNTON, JAMES, Oxford, Bookseller. Aug 19 at 11.30. Law Society, Chane 
n a 
TURNER, W. R Ernest, Bath, Eating House Keeper. Aug 22at12. Mr. R. ED 
Moore. High Bailiff. York'st. Bath ie: 
WEBSTER, FISHER, and JAMES WILLIAM WEBSTER, Swavesey, Cambs, Millem> 
Ang %ati. Fountain Hotel, Huntingdon EY 
Yapp, Tuomas, Hereford, Confectioner. Aug 28 at10. 2, Offa st, Hereford Be 
The following aunended settee is wen eae pi ar that published inthe 7] 


TTT, 


MorrisH, R1cuarp Woop, Leamiogton, Boot. i. Aug 19 at 11. Off Ream 
17, Hertford st, Coventry . 
ADJUDICATIONS. et 
ADAMS, HENRY CADWALLADER, Twickenham, Esq. Brentford. Pet Aug4. Op = 
y Be : 


ALLATT, } Pm, Frizington, Cumberland, Chemist. Whitebave 
Pet Aug9. Ord A ug ® 
Array. ae Gomme | it Nicholas, Somersetshire, Farmer. Taunton. 
ay 27. r P 
Barwas, WILLIAM HENRY, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet July 11. On. 


Batts, . Warazas BgasaNnT, Hambledon, Hants, Bricklayer. Southampton. Pep) 
Aug 9. Ord Aug 9 a 
Brep, Fs Hammerwich, Staffordshire, Farmer. Walsall. Pet Aug 8. § 
go 4 

enn ‘EDwin Ty Newcombe rd, Landport, Baker. Portsmouth. 


Aug?. Ord Au 
Broome, — * Brighton’ : Brighton. Pet July 9. Ord Aug 8 


CHISHOLM, RatPH, the younger, East Allerdean, Northumberland, F. 
Cormuas, Wauren, Lowestott, Butcher Great Yarmouth. Pet July 19. @ 

Cox, Wi L i, St Martin’s le Grand, Government Clerk. High Court. Pet Sec : 
aiwene Air tame Huntingdonshire, Farmer. Peterborough. " 
Dowsa Scania, > Sam hill, Clapham, no occupati n. Wandsworth. 

FAwORTr, Maxtor ‘Northampton, Coal Dealer. Northampton. Pet Aug® 
Gurex, Bias, Beatbr ige, Dorsetshire, Pianoforte Dealer. Salisbury. Pet Ji : 
- -"7 % JOHN. Segue. Yorks, Flannel Manufacturer. 
meager JAMES, Skillington, Lincs, Farmer. Nottingham. Pet Ju'y 19. 
eee ami, Henbury Gloucestershire, Widow. Bristol. Pet July 11. © Ms 
mae = Teles Gloucestershire, Cabinet Maker. Gloucester. Pet Au ded 
IncHamM. W1LL14M RusuTon, Rawtenstall, Lancs, Ironfounder, Blackburpa. 
Jones, Wautsaae Powe lane, New Wandsworth, Grocer. Wandsworth. 


Kent, ‘Hasna, Bietchingley, Surrey, Grocer, Croydon. Pet July 22. 0 





Dewsbury. 





opener ery cr oer amen 





: ‘Murncat 

we James, Monkgate, York, Journeyman Painter. York. Pet Aug&” ae 

Ord Aug 6 A pene Pe 

PAILLARD. ARTHUR, Holborn yay Musical Instrument Importer. PARKER 

Court. Pet Augi0. Ord A A 

PHIPPARD, JOHN, Swanage, Dorset, , ARES House Keeper. Poole. Pet ; Parnz, 
10. Ord Aug 10 : 





P1IaoT, JosEPH, Monnery rd, Upper Holloway, Licensed Victualler. 
dourt. Pet July 12. Ord Aug = 
Banyan, FREDERICK RICHARD, Beistol, Butcher. Brist 1. Pet July 18, Omiy 
Ruopns, DaNiRt, Dewebury, Newsagent. Dewsbury. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug®” 
RacmAnne, Jou, Festiniog, Merioneth, Grocer. Bangor. Pet July 23. Om 
Szace, WILLIAM, Coles Ly a Kilkhampton, Cornwall, Farmer. Barnst 
Pet Aug 3. Ord A 
SIDDELEY, 2 Seema and Jones exo Smeeene, Liverpool, Ice Manufacturers. 
rome " Waseas’ Bes Birminghaes’ Glazier. Birmingham. Pet June 17. 
ae Tomas EpwWaAkpD, Hereford, Builder. Hereford. Pet Aug 8 @ : 
ug 
Tare. poe Barnwood, Gloucester, Butcher. Gloucester. Pet Aug 
ug 
TRIGG bine Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Manchester. Pet July % . 
TURNER, Quon, Strafford rd, Acton, Florist, Brentford. Pet Aug 3. .¢ 
helees ~ Hinxny Ax Autia, Frederick st, Gray’s inn.1d, Clerk. High Co 
WILLIAMSON, JOHN, x, Droltwich, Worcester, Clerk in Holy Orders. Wore 
Pet July 19. Ord Aug 10 } 
Wasemt, Aue Goa RGE, Broadwater, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet Jalj 


Wasenz, Epwaks, Sheffield, Builder. Sheffield. Pet July 20. Ord Aug 10 
Youns, J. ‘Gt tne chmbrs, Victoria st, Engineer. High Oc 
London Gasette,—TuEspay, Aug. 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
sre Perambulator Manufacturer. Coventry. Pet 
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BaBNes, Sanwes, WALTER, Pullar rd, Wert Barnet, Grocer. Barnet. Fet June 23. Ord 


10 
Bixesrr. WILLIAM, Bristol, Boot Maker. Bristol. Pet Aug12, Ord Aug 12 


Bex, Lucy, Truro, Cornwall, Stationer. Truro. Pet Aug9, Ord Aug9 


BLAND, JOHN, ae: upon Hull, Wood Tarner. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
12. ug 1 

BOWDEN, SASCUED Et1iort, Exmouth, Harbour Master. Exeter. Pet Aug 12. 
ug 12 


, THOMAS, Upton ag Severn, Worcestershire, Coal Dealer. Worcester. 

Pet Aug i3. Ord Aug 

rita HALL, 5 EG Printer. Middlesborough. Pet 
Augi2. Ord iy te 

CaRTY, TIMOTHY, sen, Birmingham, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Aug 12. Ord 


Saaaeae, 7 sazAe, Grimston, Norfolk, Farmer. King’s Lynn. Pet Aug 12. 
Ord Au 
CHAPPELL, riaAM, Swinton, Yorks, Colliery Deputy. Sheffield. Pet Aug 11. 


Ord Aug 
OLaskr, Guanine azamme, Calverley, Yorks, Boot Maker. Bradford. Pet Aug 


Ord A 
eae, “THOMAS Y, Bristol, Cabinet Maker. Bristoi. Pet Aug 11. Ord 
A 


Danton THOMAS GaTEs, and Epwarp Hack Darton, may st, Hatton garden, 
Boo 


k Binders. High Court. Pet Augii, Ord Aug 
Exswer, Isaac, Birmingham, Pawnbroker. Direiagien. Pet Aug 12. Ord 
Aug 12 


ErsoM, io Arsene Howasn, Theobald’s rd, Accountant. High Court. Pet July 


STED, | ARTEUE Way, Horsham, Commercisl Traveller. Brighton. Pet 
Aug it rd Aug il 
Foutxrr. RIcHARD, Barnstaple, Licensed Victualler. Barnstaple. Pet Aug 12. 


ug 12 
Ford, James, Pitfield st, Hoxton, Contractor. High Court, Pet June 15, Ord 
it 
GEYEL rind GrorGs, Newcastle on Tyne, Exhibition Agent. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 18 
GrtisPiz, WILLIAM, Barrow in Furness, Li ad Victualler. Barrow in Fur- 
ness. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug 12 
GLOVER, Joust SeoaAs, Bloxwich, Stafford, Chain Manufacturer. Walsall. Pet 
Aug 11. r ug 11 
Gurrris JOHN WATKINS, Brecon, Ironmonger. Merthyr Tydfil, Pet Aug 13. 
Aug 18 
Gprrriras. WiL1LIAM GrorGE, Lydney, Gloucester, Draper. Newport, Mon. 
Pet Augi?. Ord Aug 12 
GRisseLL, CHARLES E, Elm pk gdns, Falham, Gent. High Court. Ord Sept 15. 


Pet Aug 10 
HARKER, seam, Harrogate, Fancy Wool Dealer. York. Pet Aug 10. Ord 


Aug 

dassipes, Ta ‘Tomas JameEs, Rbyl, Flint, Teacher of Music. Bangor. Pet Aug 13. 
Ord Aw 

Hutton, Witt 4, Oldham, Builder. Oldham. Pet Augii. Ord Aug il 


Hows, GroreGs, Altrincham, Baker. Manchester. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug 12 

Hvuxizy, CHARLES, Wrexham, Builder. Wrexham. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug 12 

JACQUES, Ji egne, Bradford, Stuff Manufacturer. Bradford. Pet Aug 12. Ord 
Aug 


JAMES, Tce WESTHEAD, Pighe faa, Cheshire, Estate Agent. Liver- 
pool. Pet Augii. Ord Augi 
Janson, Jonn WiLL1AM, Leeds, Painter. Leeds. Pet Augi3. Ord Aug 13 


Jones Joun, Nantcwnlle, Cardigan, Labourer. Carmarthen. Pet Augi3. Ord 
Aug 13 
JONES, WItLiaM, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer. Bangor. Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 13 


Kwp, oar. pamlipent, Hampshire, Tobacconist. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 12. 
ord 
Kina, aa Fy * pracy. Ingersoll rd. Shepherd’s Bush, no occupation. High 
Court. Pet July 19. Ord Aug 12 
Kove, Richarp, Wellington, Somerset, Coal Dealer. Taunton. Pet Aug 12. 
A 


ug 12 
Kvrrzic, Lovre, Dyer’s bldgs, Holborn. High Court. Pet July 18. Ord Aug12 


rete, WiLIAAN Henry, Harbury, Warwick, Builder. Warwick. Pet Aug 

u. Ord Aug 11 

Mencar, ALFRED, Lutterworth, Leicester, Surgeon’s Assistant. Leicester. Pet 
July 28. Ord Aug 10 

Moarsy.” ALBERT WILLIAM, {Upper Edmonton, Commercial Clerk. Edmonton. 
Pet Auz 12. Ord Aug 

—e- ROBERT FOSTER, Sxipton, Bank Manager. Bradford. Pet Aug4, Ord 


PAYNE, z, Epwix, Kenmont terr, Keneal Green, Dairyman. High Court. Pet July 
2. ug! 
PHILLIPS. ert Heats, Plymouth, Solicitor. East Stonehouse, Pet July 22. 





Ord Au 
SAUNDERS, Benrua HeEnpreTta, Clanricarde gardens, Kensington, Lodging 
House Keeper. High Court. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug tz 


ue ‘dunanat, Aberystwith, Oabdriver. Aberystwith. Pet Augil. Ord 


enn. Je cam, Sheffield, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet Augi3. Ord Aug13 


ae. Sasgee, 220 Jacuson, Shepherd's Bush, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet 
uly 22 
ee A ALPEED, Btalbridge, Dorset, Brewer. Salisbury. Pet Aug 12. Ord 


Maron. peace oe Leverington, Cambs, Farmer. King’s Lynn. Pet 
ugi3. Ord 
Davin, re 1 stead, Glemorganshire, Bootmaker. Pontypridd. Pet 


a 2. Ord A 
Tuorrx, GrorGE joux. Bhipley, Yorke, Grocer. Bradford. Pet Aug 18. Ord 


Aug 13 
Warsox 1 Henry, Basingstoke, Bui'der. Winchester. Pet July it. Ord Aug 10 


Waaster, | Coreen JANE, Rhy), Flintsbire, Hote] Keeper. Bangor. Pet Aug 
il, rd Aug lt 
Werxere.t, Tom, jun., Durham, Solicitor. Durham. Pet June 90. Ord Aug 11 


Warrs. G. Preston, Queen Anne’s gate, Gent. High Court. Pet July 18, Ord 


Warn. Jour, Stillington, Yorks, Tailor. York. Pet Augii. Ord Aug it 


cage ened Hezex1an, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon, Pet Aug 13. 
Wumas,Jorur Jo Joun, Westbourne, Bournemouth, Plumber, Poole. Pet Aug 
Wourre, Aug i. 0 Hodon-tn-F Holderness, Yorks, Innkeeper. Kingston on Hull, 
Woop, WartEr, Delahay st, st, Weemnsiastes. High Court. PetJulyi. Ord Aug li 


gyre MoMunrpo, Regent st, Mineralogist. High Court, Pet July 16, 





ALDRIDGE, J: past pty bi, Sepnenengen. Aug %atii. Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Sygat. Saree, Game, Grocer. Aug 29 at 11.90. Off Reo, 


108, Victoria st, W 
Se yest ee Bristol, Bootmaker. Aug 26 at 12.90. Off Reo, Bank chbrs, 
B WILtiaM BEasant, | —eareasaae Hants, Bricklayer. Aug 23 at 3. Off 


Bevan, Wuntiax, Bt sm, orton Glouces, Butcher. Aug % at 12. Off Reo, Bank 


Brew, Lucy, Cornwall, Stationer. Aug 23 at 12. Off Reo, Boscawen st, 
Bray, JouN, Hammerwich, Staffs, Farmer. Aug 29 at 11. Off Rec, Wa'sall 

Bioorz, EvizasetTu, Walsall, Grocer, Aug 25 at 3.90. Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
BouLst, Josura Tucwas, Shetiels, Bullies, Aug 24 at 11.30. Off Rec, Figtres 


lane, Sheffield 
ee ors, Mamonth, Berhour Master, Aug 2%atii. Off Rec, 
oO ‘ x 
Buown, Epwrs James, Bath, Printer. Aug %at 2.90, R. H. Moore, York st, 


Brows, THomas, Upton on Severn, Corn Dealer. Aug 27 at 11. Off Rec, 
Worces:er 


BURGESS, SARAH Far Forest, nr Bewdley, Worcestershire, out of bu«ines-. 
Aug 23 at 2, ~ Miller Corbet, solor, 
BURNETT, Gusnee — otek Victo Grocer. Aug 23 at 12.15. 
George and Victoria st. Bristol 
- verley, Yorks, Boot Maker. Aug 2% at 3. Off 
Ree, 31, eee row, Bradt 


Corny. Taowas aes, Bristol, IT Cabicet Maker. Aug 2% at 12.30. Off Reo, 
Bank chor 8! 
CossEyY, G.. paljemesac sey Aug 24 at 12. 383, Carey st, Lin- 


coln’s 

CowWDREY, ALFRED, Ni Fisherman. Aug 31 at 12.3). Off 
Rec. 8, Haven Gt Gr 17 ~appemestes pg 

Curtis. RicHarp, Al st, Builder, Aug 23 at 11. Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Lincoln's inn 
Dosyry, Joun T., Pembroke st, Caledonian rd, Grocer. Ang 25 at 11. 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
EpwWarps, JoHN WarD, Bedford, Baker. Aug 23at1. 8, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
EXtey, vtasAM, Morton, Yorks, Boot Dealer. Aug 28 at 12.30. Siation Hotel, 
Fa Davro, Porth, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Aug 26 at3. Off Rec, Merthyr 
Fam, ae eetsaan, Forth, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Aug 26 at 2.30. Off Ree, 
Fume. Jon Bnet = ottingham, Tailor. Aug 23at12. Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 
ottingham 
Fouuere, iieuanp _ Beenotegin, SAseaaee ‘YRS. Aug 25 at 10.15. Sanders 
& So = High ch, Barnatamie 
Fox, W. G., Moreton ter, Belgrave rd. Aug 2 at 11. 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
GEYELIN, GrorGE, Newcastle on Tyne, Exhibition Agent. Aug 27 at1l!. Off 


peda Leg ne tg 
GHENT, waan Rowers Sackville st, Piccadilly, Ludging-house Keeper. Aug 
23 at 11. st, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Gorpon, J. a 3 Sonz oe Ue Aug 23 at 12. 38, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 


GorE, SAMUEL, Tenb: Worcestershire, Livery Stable Keeper. Aug 23 at 11,15, 
"_ Bwan Hotel. Tenbury 


Hanps, ALBERT Ep’ Wi Baker. 90 at 2. 
anne, Aimee & : 2ap. Hialesowen, orcestershire, Aug 9 at 2.45. 
Many, a Stour brio rl Dealer. Aug Matt. Off Reo, York 


Harman, Hewry JAMES, Bristol, Refreshment House Keeper. Aug 2 at 1, 
uft » Beaks chico, Tene 
HAZBLL, JouN JaMEs, Farnham, Surrey, Draper. Aug 2% at 1%. The Cannon st 
Siveahanat, ALFRED, Bridlington, Yorks, Fellmonger. Aug 2% at 11.90, Black 
Lion Hotel, it ag 
Hinrox, Winitax, Oldham, Builder. Aug %at3. Off Rec, Priory chbrs, Union 
and Hottzyes Sworn, Bradford, Worsted Stuff Masu- 
facturers. ‘Aug 2% at Ul. Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford ™ 
Hiney, Ganvut, Leods, BU Dissountes, Aug 2% atti. Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Hoveu, Tomas, Wol Manufacturer. Aug 30 at 11. Off 
St Peter’s close. W: Se 


HUGHEs, yy ee en een Aug Matiz. Off 
asena, ena, Coctden, Cedteiian, Ginn Aug @Batti. Bedford 
J Ph lh Wi Grocer. 24 at 
Waziye. cagh lene, Hew ‘andsworth, Aug 12. Of 
TT, ERNEST, w tne, Sia. Merchant. Aug 25 atii. Bankruptcy bdgs, 
eae oe ‘Lincoln's inn fields 
Lovstt, Birmingham, Coal Merchant. Aug 2% at3. 25, Colemore row 
M Ww wi Builder. Aug % at 11. 
we Pwr on aig ‘arwick, Aug % at 11.15. Of 
MARSDEN, ALGERS ON ye South Kensinaton. 


ton. Aug 24 at 12. Lemna 
sseegen, Speman, Foot sh, Seas MN Aug 23 at 11. 33, Carey st, 


MenogR, ALPLED, Lutterworth, Leicester, Surgeon’s Assistant, Aug 2 at 11.30. 
Mrstx, Jace, saree, S eaeied, Herta, Seenee Aug @% atti. Blagg & Edwards, 
PurrrAnD, Joris, Swanage, Lodging house Keeper. Aug % at 3. Off Reo, 
Pom. a" fecerees, Seastagy Snenen Grete Aug % at 3, 
ee he eee wansea, Licensed Victualler. Aug % atit. Of 
PRoBERT, ARTHUR JAMES, Hay, Brecknockshire, Butcher. Aug 2% ati0. 2, Oifa 
Ror W Little Staughton, Beds, Machinist. Ang %8 at 12 8, St Paul's 


meer a lon Ba, ate. In- 
nang aera a tenon ae 

in Domestic Machinery. Aug 23 at 3.90, 

grows, ty Court Qe Gh Builder, Aug 26 at 10.90, 2, Offa st, 
TaY1or, Gloucester, Butcher, Aug 23at1i, Off Reo, Gloucester 
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TeaL, Jenne, Draughton, nr Skipton, Yorks, Fo- mer. Aug 29 at 12. Ship | | Monoax, may Ferrenxt, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Pontypridd. Pet 

pten Aug 9 

TILLOTSON, STEPHEN AINSWORTH. Burnley, Picker Maker. Aug 23 at 3. Ex- | NEALE, “panic, Westgate, Wakefield, Hatter. Wakefield. Pet July 25, 
change Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley Aug 9 

Waanorn, Groror, Tunbridge Wells, Lodging house Keeper. Aug 24 at 12. | Onmz. JOR, b+ heaee Bromwich, Journeyman Butcher. Oldbury. Pet Ay 
4, Pavilion blings, Brighton Ord Au 

WATERFALL, Water JouN, Coventry, Gasfitter. Aug 23 at 11. Off Rec, 17, | Pass, pate Ay and Harry ALBERT, Newcastle on Tyne, Fancy Goods D 
Hertford st, Coventry Newcastle on Tyne, Pet July 23. Ord Aug 12 

Warson, HENRY, Basingstoke, Hants, Builder. Aug 24at2. Off Reo, 4, East | PAwWLEY, CHARLES paste ¢ Cumast, Moorgate = Architect. High Court, 

Southampton April 19. Ord Aue 
Waurre, Joun, Stillington, Yorks, Tailor. Aug 25 at 12.30. Off Rec, York Payne, James, Bath, an A Bath. Pet Aug4. Ord Aug 138 


Youna, J. AntHvuk, Westminster chbrs, Victoria st, Engineer. Aug 24 at 12 ram, GEORGE eaawr, Gt Hormead, Herts, Farmer. Cambridge. Pet 
Bankruptcy bidings, Lincoln’s inn Ord Aug 18 
Putortien Suma, Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Grocer. Bangor. Pet Jui 
ADJUDICATIONS. Ord A 


ug i 
AwNpreEws, Wrrr1am CHARLES, Bournemouth, Corn Merchant. Poole. Pet Aug 8. SA rn ee ae a aeatae Lodging Tow 


Aug 12 
ABMITAGE. JOSEPH Newton, Bradford, Worsted Spinner. Bradford. Pet July ate — [sa c= yy Tottenbam ct rd, Money Lender. High Cum 
27. rr ng 13 | j 
PRONG. THOMAS, Southsea, Furniture Dealer. Portsmouth. Pet Aug 2. | peer —- 5 —— aberystwith, Cab Driver. Aberystwith Pet Au; 
ug 9 
Avoust, WittiAm Henry, Croydon, Surrey, Grocer. Croydon. Pet July 2%. | SIZER, , Jom, Shemield, Grocer. @heffield. Pet Augi3. Ord Aug 18 
Ord Aug 12 | TAYLOR, JAMES, Hexkem, Northumberland, Publican, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Berrince, Wi1111x, Longley st, Bermondsey, Corn Desler. High Court. Pet | ug8. Ord Aug il ; 
Aug? Ord Aug tt THORPE, GEORGE = Shipley, Yorks, Grocer, Bradford. Pet Aug 13, @ 
BmweEn, Lucy, Truro, Cornwall, Stationer. Truro. Pet Aug9. Ord Aug 13 Ang 13 
Braxp Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Wood Turner. Kingston upon Hull. Pet eS Ennest, Bath, Eating House Keeper. Bath. Pet Ay 


Aug 12. Ord Aug 12 
Bownsx Saxvgt Extiorr, Exmouth, Harbour Master. Exeter. Pet Aug 12. Wasmpr alt, WaleEe Foust, Coventey, Geatiinr, Ooventey. Set Anat 


Aug 
Ord Aug 
BRIZECL. Jom. jun, Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon. Liverpool. Pet July 11. Waris, Epaonn, Church a st, Stoke Newington, Cheesemonger. Edme 


Ord Aug Henry, Basin Han este: 
Waser Woop, York, out of business. York. Pet Augi0. Ord Aug 10 Wasson, By Y, gstoke, ts, Builder. Winch: r. Pet July it, 
BRS, FRanx, Tankersley, Yorks, Ironfounder’s Clerk. Barnsley. Pet Wanerm. Fae. and James WILLIAM WEBSTER, Spores, Cambridg 
July 25. Ord Augt Millers. Peterborough. Pet Augs. Ord Aug 
EN, EDWARD } BovuRNE, Bermondsey wall, Bermondsey, Potter. | WHITE, JOHN, Stillington, Tailor. York. Pet ‘Aug’ it. Ord Aug 11 . 
High C Court. Pet Aug 10. Ord Aug 1 WIGLEY, Davip. Aberbiga, Trefeglwys, Mont., Farmer. Newtown. Pet Ji 
ory yma Calverley, ead Boot Maker. Bradford. Pet Aug 18. Ord Aug (2 5 
11. Ord Ang it Westin Joun HEZEKIAH, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet 
Conzams, Tuomas, Arthur st chmbrs, London Bridge. High Court. Ord Aug 11 13. Ord nt he 13 4 
Ovoems, J James, West Ham, Essex, Contractor. High Court. Pet Aug10. Ord Was Jin — a st, Camden town, Wheelwright. High Og 
2 : 
. : Wo.trre, AvGusT, Hedon in paeuawh Yorks, Innkeeper. Kingston 
Evans, Tuomas Sere- Mite st, Thornhill sq, Upholsterer. High Court Hull. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 1 
Farr, oe Porth, Glamorganshire, Boot Maker. Pontypridd. Pet Aug8. pa Mcehesi AN ANNULLED. 
ug 8 
° z reen | HEsxETH, ConsTANCE Marta. Mayfield, Tarporley, Preshive. Spinster. 
Fon, Sarees Ht poo gf bed Nallewerth, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Gloucester. wich and Crewe. Adjud March 26, 1886. Annul Aug 10 
Grovge, Some Fumes, Bloxwich, Staffordshire, Chaia Manufacturer. Walsall | | Suaw, Twroncas, North Shields, Mason. Newcastle. Adjud July 19, 
ugil. Orc ug 11 
Goater, ALFRED W111L14M, Leadenhall st, Eating-house Keeper. High Court. | 
Pet Julv 21. Ord Aug 12 | 
Capes, Set nag WatTkE1ns, Brecon, Ironmonger. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Aug13. | 
Gnenax. liven, ‘Choriton upon Medlock, Builder. Preston. Pet July 18. Ord | BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
ng 1 
Haw, Ricnarp BEXIAMIN, Sandwich, Kent, Boot Maker. Canterbury. Pet BIRTHS, 
July 25. Ord Aug 10 | Davipson.—June 9, at Singapore, the wife of J. Guthrie Davidson, ba’ 
— James, Liverpool, Importer. Liverpool. Pet Mey 27. Ord | one: of a son. 
Aug 13 | c PP.—Aug. 12, at Hatherley, Wimbledon-hill, the oe of Alfred Evelyn © 
HARKER, Mary, Harrogate, Fancy Wool Dealer. York. Pet Aug 10. Ord ‘solicitor, of 87, Essex-street, Strand, of a daughte 
Ang 12 BuTLER.—Aug. 15, at 55, Harrington-gardens, Ws "the wite of Spencer Pe 
Hirrox, Wr11aMm, Oldham, Builder. Oldham. Pet Augii. Ord Aug 12 Butler, brrrister-at-law, of a son. 


Hone. James Henny H1T#, Preston +4 Stour, nr Stratford on Avon, Baker. MARRIAGES. 
Warwick. Pet July 28. Ord Aug 
Hover, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Bicycle Manufacturer. Wolverhampton. | LEAR-PoULTER.—Aug. 11, at Basingstoke, George Lear, solicitor, of Basin 
Pet Augi0. Ord Aug li to Florence Mary, daughter of James Poulter, also of Basingstoke 
Hvpsow. Wruuas JouN CHARLES, Margate, Baker. Canterbury. Pet July 30, | PERCIvAL—LAYARD.—At the parish ys of St. Marylebone. Herbert F 
Sienna, denen, Bead P Layard. of 8 Gavendish road, St: John hn's- Woe wee oO 
ACQUES, ose, ford, Stuff Manufactu Bradford. Pet Aug 12. y' of 3, Cavendish-r ohn’s-w , 
mg % SPO ee ages en "Wood B.A ey sin torent one Th pei, = = Hons 
JAMES, Soom, Graveley, Cambridgeshire, F Bedford. Pet Aug9. ing. owa: survi omas sw o ome 
Aug 4 de eae “en wanes. On0 oodberry Down, and Mark-lane, to ibel, acoenal (twin) daughter of 
Jaxsox. Jo ee Wri114M, Kirkgate, Leeds, Painter. Leeds. Pet Aug 13. Ord | Wa Turner, of 38, Grosvenor-road, mbury: _ = 


JONES, Warsax, Rhyl, Flint, Grocer. Bangor. Pet Augi3. Ord Aug 13 DEATHS. 


Keesie, Frepenicx THomas CoLEMAN, EMANUEL GrorcE OLapp Howett, and | Hourpy.—Aug, 15, at The Mount, York, John Fieltby, onlicitor, “mol > 82 
Wri Fixtay Pavt, Augustus rd, Hammersmith, Italian Warehouse- | HUSK.—Aug. 12, at 20, West moreland-p' 
men. High Court. Pet June2s. Ord Aug lili aged 58 yeawe, 3s eg friend t years librarian of fhe Se Bacred Harmonic € of 161 
KELLEY. me Hertford rd, Edmonton, Builder. Edmonton. Pet July 12. dilly fn Banh — mixin Ms * Ta 
Ord ug 13 2” A 
Kiop, Hexey, Landport, Hants, Tobacconist. Portamouth. Pet Aug 11. Ord | 5#4¥-—Aug. 18, Perey Henry Shaw, solicitor, aged 9 years. 


Aug! 
Kine, Ricwarp, Wellington, Somerset, Coal Dealer, Taunton. Pet Aug!2. Ord 
1 
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SCH WEITZER’S COCOATINA. “EDE AND ‘SON, . 
poe Treperie Goose or ee my Powder. ' 
Guaranteed re Soluble Cocoa the Finest Quality, . 
with the excess of fat extracted. ROBE fee MAKERS J 
The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, per- | COPY] NG BOOKS 
fectly ble beverage for Breakfast, Lunch eon, OF 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and C ‘hildren,” BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, | ‘ 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Pre To Her Majesty, the —S emotes the Whole of 
Being without sanee, pice 4": pve poe nod ure, “it. t suits the Judicial cial Bench, ( ot London, % (HOWARD'S PATENT.) 


all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 1 000 Leaf Book 5s. 6d. 
ae Lamune Ja Gare | some rox qvamw's coveent axp sansterans. |" See eR 
one ng : , SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. “ A 
vette a Breakfast Copy conting lon thant alfpenny” | Law Wigsand Gownsfor Registrars, Town Clerc, English 
Cocoasixa s La Vasitie is the most delicate, digestible, and Clerks of Peace. THE BEST LETTER OOPTING BOOK 0 


Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY Gowns WODDERSPOON . “i . 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 1, BERLE STREET, anv 1, PORTUGAL STRE 
94, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. LINOOLN’S INN, W.0. 4 


ag chocolate is prohibited, 
Im tine at Is. 1., %8., Se. &c., by Chemists and 


Gre | 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
. Scuwzrrzes £4 Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, Londen, W.C. 


















